1- The Fallacy of Minimum Wage Increases – 1/2/2026
 
Many states saw an increase in minimum wage standards on New Year’s Day. While most people support a higher minimum wage, let me explain why hikes in minimum wages don’t actually make things better for anyone.
 
Few people realize that when minimum wages go up, so do all other wages. If minimum wage is $10 per hour, and it’s suddenly increased ten percent to $11, those who were making that same $11 per hour will no longer be satisfied. Why? Because the skills required to garner the small premium above minimum wage have just been devalued. That person is also going to want a 10% increase in their wage to keep pace. He or she now needs to earn $12.10 per hour to maintain their extra value.
 
Logic should now tell you to look at the next person on the wage scale who was earning $12.10, and right on up the ladder to the top wage earners. Everyone needs to get that same 10% wage increase or a company is going to have a lot of dissatisfied workers. A dissatisfied workforce leads to dissent which usually leads to compromised quality of products and services… or employees leaving. By the time everyone gets their 10% increase, and the costs of labor have worked their way through the supply chain, overall costs for products and services have jumped by just as much - remember, supply costs will also have increased. The result? You’re back to where you started from – unable to afford products and services that used to be less costly. The increase in minimum wage could even turn out to be negative should the employer decide to outsource overseas, automate operations, or even close down business completely. Where does this leave the once hopeful worker? In the unemployment line.
 
Virtually everyone has a wage at which they will not work, no matter how easy or how difficult the job, or how much responsibility is involved.
 
A surgeon isn’t going to perform operations if the wages he/she charges will not pay for the costs of becoming a surgeon. Joe Sixpack isn’t going to collect trash unless he feels the wages make up for smelling like garbage 24/7. A lumberjack (one of the most dangerous jobs according to statistics) isn’t going to lug around a potentially foot-decapitating chainsaw for the same pay as burger flippers or cashiers who have little to no health risk.
 
Left on its own, minimum wage will be dictated by what should dictate it – supply and demand. If demand is high and supply is low, wages will need to increase in order to garner enough employees to meet demand. On the other hand, if demand is low and there is an abundance of supply, workers will have to either compete by accepting less than the competition or by finding another job.
 
Minimum wage is nothing more than another tool used by legislatures and politicians who want to be seen as “doing something” so they can get reelected, or newly elected.
 
 
2 - The Fallacy of Public Housing – 1/4/2026
 
A couple of years ago I put out a podcast on the poor performance and negatives of public housing in the Twin Cities. Such squalor is not limited to just one area. It happens in most areas where there is widespread public housing. 
 
A local housing authority in New York manages apartment buildings. Initiated by Mayor Fiorello LaGuardia (of airport fame) in the 1930’s, it is the nation’s largest public housing system. Created during the Great Depression, it was assumed that the residents would be two-income, working families whose rents would cover the upkeep. Yes, expectations of two incomes existed during the worst economic times in US history. 
 
Today, though, just two percent (2%) of New York public housing units include two adults with children, and a mere one-third of households report wages from actual working income. Not working is almost glorified. These buildings are falling apart and have an estimated $78 billion backlog for repairs. Repairs include non-functioning smoke detectors, outdated electrical components, damaged interiors, missing child safety components, deteriorated roofs and pumps, and leaking pipes.
 
According to the US Housing Department, 30% of the city’s public housing residents are “overhoused”, meaning that single adults are living in three, or even four, bedroom apartments. Those over 65 occupy public housing at twice the rate of private housing. This takes apartments away from those with children who actually need multiple bedrooms. Ten percent of the residents have been in their apartment for more than 40 years. Artificially cheap rents mean residents fail to relocate when their kids grow up. This is not a temporary living situation to help those in need. It’s a way of life for which such housing was never intended.
 
In contrast, those who live in private housing with higher property tax, and space they no longer require, often end up selling in order to downsize and save money. Such downsizing allows for new residents, who actually need the extra space, to occupy them. Turnover in private housing is also twice that of public housing, according to census data. Part of that is due to New York lawmakers making it extremely difficult to evict for non-payment of rents. Most of it is just due to stupid regulations that completely ignore encouraging self-reliance for those on assistance.
 
Without rents, or underpaid rents, units fall further into disrepair. An estimated 200,000 public housing units are in major need of repair, but don’t generate enough income to make such repairs. One-third of units have issues with rodents – twice the rate of private units. They have twice as many leaks, toilet issues, and elevator breakdowns, as well as three times as many heater breakdowns and mold issues.
 
New York is already the most regulated housing market with the most government-owned and/or government subsidized housing in the US. However, instead of blaming taxpayer-funded government handouts and lack of quality oversight, socialist Mayor Mamdani, blames the market and believes yet more government control is the answer. It’s like trying to protect a flock of sheep by putting additional wolves inside the fenced pasture.
 
Source used: Reason Magazine
 
 
3 - The Reality of Attack on Venezuela – 1/6/2026
 
President Trump claims he invaded and captured Venezuelan President Maduro for two reasons. While there may be some truth to those claims, the real reason is something he is not telling us, at least not directly. As Trump claims human rights violations and narco-trafficking, the real reason is oil.
 
According to Reuters, the administration is planning to meet oil executives to discuss increasing Venezuelan production. The meetings are crucial to Trump’s hopes of getting top oil companies back into the South American nation after Venezuela’s government, nearly two decades ago, took control of US-led energy operations there. According to my research, that – “takeover” - took place fifty years ago.
 
In 1976, Venezuela took control of the assets of ExxonMobil, Shell and Chevron, using them to create the state oil company, Petróleos de Venezuela. It’s important to note here, that according to a 1962 United Nations resolution, "Permanent sovereignty over natural resources," and the "inalienable right of all States freely to dispose of their natural wealth and resources in accordance with their national interests," are recognized. Hence, the oil belongs to Venezuela; it’s the assets in question.
 
The American companies didn’t just own wells, they also built towns replete with hospitals, schools and baseball diamonds, creating “oil camps” that functioned as English-speaking enclaves for American workers and their families. US citizens in Venezuela formed the largest postwar American expatriate community in the world. Venezuela also had one of the world’s highest standards of living.
 
However, unlike nationalizations elsewhere at the time, the process was a negotiated transition with little to no political or military fallout... although the oil companies do claim they were never fully compensated. 
 
Trump said hours after Maduro’s capture that he expects the biggest US oil companies to spend billions of dollars to increase Venezuela’s oil production, which has dropped to about one-third of its peak over the past two decades because of underinvestment and… that word I hate, sanctions. He even suggested US taxpayers could reimburse energy companies for rebuilding Venezuelan infrastructure for extracting and shipping oil. “A tremendous amount of money will have to be spent and the oil companies will spend it, and then they’ll get reimbursed by us or through revenue.”
 
So basically. American oil companies get bought out of Venezuela, we then decide we didn’t like the deal, we impose sanctions which help in the destruction of the Venezuelan economy, we capture their president, and then expect Americans to pay for increasing Venezuelan oil production to what it was before we imposed sanctions. Typical D.C. stupidity.
 
In politics, always follow the money. There’s little money to be made in human rights violations. There’s little money “saving lives” due to drug-trafficking. There is, however, a lot of money to be made in Big Oil. There’s also the power grab of geopolitical interference. Therein lies the reality of the attack on Venezuela sovereignty, and the capture of Maduro.
 
 
4 - Greenland: Next in Trump’s Empire Quest? - 1/8/2026
 
Now that President Trump has gone after Venezuela, as he said he would, is Greenland next on his Empire building tour?
 
Greenland is a mostly autonomous island that remains part of the Danish kingdom. It’s foreign and security policy continues to be controlled by Copenhagen. Denmark’s leader stated that an attack by the United States on a NATO ally would mean the end of any military alliance they and the United States presently enjoy.
 
Mette Frederiksen, the Danish prime minister, stated, “If the United States decides to militarily attack another NATO country, then everything would stop – that includes NATO and therefore post-second world war security.” 
 
Her comments came after Greenland’s prime minister, Jens-Frederik Nielsen, made a direct declaration in which he urged Trump to give up his fantasies about annexation, and accused the US of unacceptable rhetoric. 
 
“Threats, pressure and talk of annexation have no place between friends,” said Nielsen in a social media post. “That is not how you speak to a people who have shown responsibility, stability and loyalty time and again. Enough is enough. No more pressure. No more innuendo. No more fantasies about annexation.”
 
Mette Frederiksen stated, “I have said from the beginning that I unfortunately believe the American president is serious about this. I have also made it very clear where Denmark stands. And Greenland has repeatedly said that it does not want to be part of the USA.” She says she has been “very clear” to Trump, in public and in private. Both leaders were backed by the EU, which said it would not stop defending the principle of territorial integrity, especially a member of the 27-member bloc.
 
Pressure is growing on Frederiksen, who faces a general election this year, to go beyond diplomacy and be more forceful. Aaja Chemnitz, a Greenlandic member of the Danish parliament, and representative of the Inuit Ataqatigiit party, said although she did not believe an invasion was imminent, Greenlanders should “prepare for the worst”.
 
In my opinion, Trump has committed at least one attack in a sovereign nation for which their was no viable excuse. To me, it’s an uncalled for act of war which should be impeachable. If another country attacked our sovereignty, and kidnapped our leader in the name of drugs, human rights, or the real reason – oil… our country would retaliate instantly. A U.S. attack on Greenland, in my opinion… well, I just can’t say what I really think.
 
After refusing to rule out military intervention to gain control of Greenland last year, Trump has been relatively quiet on the subject in recent months. But the US kidnapping of Venezuelan president, Nicolás Maduro, and Trump’s comments over the weekend, have renewed fears that he may act on his threats. Speaking on Air Force One, Trump said he would revisit the subject “in 20 days.” 
 
Trump’s threat occurs as increasing tensions in the Arctic rise. The US, China and Russia all seek dominance over minerals and other geopolitical assets in the region as the ice melts. Must I remind you… Venezuela oil?
 
 
5 - America’s New Dietary Guidelines - 9/10/2025
 
Health Secretary, Robert F. Kennedy Jr., and Agriculture Secretary, Brook Rollins, unveiled the latest dietary guidelines, which is already drawing criticism for its ties to the meat and dairy industry. My question is: why the criticism?
 
Meat and dairy is what I live on. I’m 67, and have never been to a doctor for a diet-related health issue. Meat and dairy is real food; it’s not the garbage that gets packed into cans and boxes and comes with worthless nutrition labels and a long list of fake ingredients.
 
The new guidelines are critical of added sugars and highly processed foods… as it should. It encourages people to drink less alcohol and to eat more protein… as it should; protein is vital for strength. While it has been accused of embracing saturated fats, zero change has been made for how much is permissible – no more than 10 percent of total daily calories.
 
The new guidelines say “no amount of added sugars or non-nutritive sweeteners is recommended.” It also recommends that added sugars should equal no more than 6 percent of total calories, down from the previous 10% recommendation. Good! America hasn’t become one of the fattest nations in the world because we eat healthy… but because we don’t. Added sugar is linked to many diseases, including diabetes.
 
The guidelines have earned praise from the American Medical Association, as it directly addresses highly processed foods for the first time. While the guidelines don’t provide a clear definition of what constitutes highly processed foods, or how consumers can identify them, they do offer some broad examples. Newsflash! Here’s how you know something is processed. If you can’t hunt it and kill it, or pluck it from the ground, it’s probably processed.
 
The new food pyramid is more like a funnel. The wide top of the funnel includes a large slab of red meat, a wedge of cheese, a whole roasted bird, broccoli, carrots, and a bag of frozen peas. As it tapers downward, it includes whole milk and unsweetened yogurt. It also includes olive oil and a stick of butter, as well as fruits and nuts, and then ends with whole grains… once again, as it should.
 
Do I have my share of guilty pleasures? Sure! However, most of what I eat is on that pyramid. Again, I’m 67, with no diet-related health issues. I must add, though, I’ve always had a physically active job, which leads to the next paragraph.
 
In a response, the American Heart Association said it was concerned about the guidelines, noting that saturated fats, along with salt, are the “primary drivers of cardiovascular disease.” While that may play a role, the “cardio” in cardiovascular, exists for a reason. If one sits on their butt all day, with little to no cardio activity, one should expect cardiovascular disease.
 
Finally, we have a food pyramid critical of all the garbage far too many of us consume. Finally, we have a pyramid that encourages us to eat real food. Anyone who doesn’t like it… probably earns a living off your bad health. Follow the money!
 
Source used: arstechina.com
 
 
6 - Capped Credit Card Interest Rates? 1/12/2026
 
President Trump announced a one-year cap that would limit credit card interest rates to 10%, in a move that has prompted mixed reaction from lawmakers and beyond, including myself. Elizabeth Warren, the senator from Massachusetts, expressed skepticism about whether Trump could implement such a cap without approval from Congress.
 
“Begging credit card companies to play nice is a joke. I said a year ago if Trump was serious I’d work to pass a bill to cap rates,” she said. Amazingly, this senator is actually correct. Constitutionally, only Congress can create laws – a power they have happily handed over.
 
Allegedly, the restriction would take effect on January 20, but there were no specifics on how such a regulation would be implemented, or ensurance that credit card companies would comply. Trump posted, “… no longer let the American Public be ripped off by credit card companies that are charging interest rates of 20 to 30%, and even more.” Senators, Bernie Sanders and Josh Hawley, even introduced a bill nearly a year ago to cap credit card interest rates at 10% for the next five years.
 
Naturally, the banking industry hates this idea. Hedge fund manager, and Trump supporter, Bill Ackman, posted and then deleted, that such a move would be a mistake, and warned that credit card lenders could cancel consumer cards (probably those with low credit ratings) if they couldn’t charge rates “adequate enough to cover losses and to earn an adequate return on equity”.
 
Many have accused credit card companies of extortion and loan sharking (i.e., usury). I looked up usury laws. The federal government has no law limiting exorbitant interest rates. That is left to individual states – and the states vary widely in their laws based on rates, amounts of loan, etc.  The Tenth Amendment arguably gives that power to the states... as long as transactions are completely within each state. Credit card transactions, more often than not, are interstate transactions. Sadly, they are also exempted from usury laws in every state I looked up.
 
Personally, I have mixed thoughts on this issue. My credit rating is in the top 20% of consumers. I pay my balance every month. I have one less credit card than the average consumer, yet… my interest rate is north of 19%… on all my cards. That’s insane! I am not a risk. Why can’t my rates be under 10% for the rare times I actually do carry a balance?
 
Simple answer: I’m paying for all the people who are a risk. It’s just like insurance. The people who are either no risk or a minimum risk, pay for those who are. I understand that credit card companies need to make enough money to cover those who are now more than $1.2 trillion in credit card debt in this country. However, rates just shy of 20% for those who are of no risk is outrageous. On the other hand, no one is holding a gun to my head and forcing me to use a credit card. It’s a privilege granted to us by the banking system.
 
 
7 - Another Venezuelan Asset to Illegally Steal? - 1/14/2026
 
After the Trump administration’s illegal invasion and capture of Maduro (for which I believe he should be impeached), global attention has largely focused on Venezuela’s vast oil wealth – generally considered the largest reserves of any nation in the world. But should we also be concerned about another Venezuelan asset?
 
The country also has significant financial holdings… in GOLD! - some of which is stored at the Bank of England. The value was estimated at $1.95 billion… in 2020. With the price of gold almost double compared to five years ago, it’s value could be north of $3.5 billion. For years the gold bars entangled the Bank, and the UK government, in Venezuelan politics, resulting in a geopolitical battle that is now taking a fresh twist.
 
The practice of governments storing bullion in Britain is not unusual: the Bank keeps about 400,000 bars on behalf of various governments and institutions, second only to the New York Federal Reserve.
 
Since 2018, Venezuela has been blocked from bringing the gold home due to foreign pressure on Maduro following the country’s controversial presidential elections that year. Who requested the gold blockade? America’s interfering emperor, Donald Trump. The UK Foreign Office agreed to block any gold transfer at his suggestion.
 
Britain, along with dozens of other countries, did not recognize Maduro as the country’s legitimate leader. Opposition figures also urged the Bank not to hand over the money, arguing Maduro would either steal the gold or use it to finance his dictatorial government.
 
In 2020, Venezuela sued, via London courts, to recover the gold, with the Maduro government arguing it needed money for its pandemic response. Opposition leader, Juan Guaidó, also claimed control, initiating a complicated legal battle as the UK government formally recognized Guaidó as Venezuela’s interim head of state. Guaidó is no longer recognized and the legal case remains unresolved.
 
Venezuela’s now interim president, Delcy Rodríguez, had previously described the Bank of England’s refusal to release the gold bars as ‘blatant piracy’.  She would be correct. Refusing to give an entity – be it a person, business, charity, or even a country – what belongs to them is theft. I can’t imagine anyone reading this who wouldn’t be completely upset if any part of their assets were frozen for something the government disagreed with us on.
 
Rodriguez has taken a quieter stance since Maduro’s capture, offering to work with the US. However, Britain continues to not recognize the Venezuelan administration because it is “important that we have the pressure in place to have a transition to a democracy”. While desiring democracies worldwide is a worthy goal, no country should ever dictatorially impose democracy on another country. 
 
With the value of gold crazily “going through the roof”, and with seizing another country’s assets being common, countries would be wise to build their own impenetrable fortresses and store their own gold at home where it can’t be frozen. After all, it’s their gold, whether it’s held by a dictator or a so-called democracy.
 
Source: the Guardian
 
 
8 - Data Center’s Sweet Talk Aims to Con You – 1/16/2026
 
A quick lesson on how the electric grid works: At all times, 24/7, the amount of electricity used must equal the amount of electricity produced. Too little supply results in brownouts and blackouts. Too much supply results in blown transformers and other line issues, unless the excess is being stored - which falls under usage. It’s a physical supply and demand that’s easy to see via wind turbines that aren’t turning even when it’s windy.
In addition, electric generation capacity is only so large based on existing infrastructure. If there is more demand than infrastructure can put out, prices will need to increase with the goal of reducing usage in order to avoid the aforementioned brownouts and blackouts. 
That was an over-simplification, but a good starting point for this blog.
With public backlash against data centers occurring, often due to local electricity prices doubling for nearby residents, Microsoft announced what it calls a “community-first” approach to AI Infrastructure. Microsoft promised to take the “steps needed to be a good neighbor in the communities where we build, own, and operate our data centers.” According to the company, its plans to “pay its own way” to ensure that local electricity bills don’t go through the roof in the places where it builds. 
The company says it will work with local utility companies to ensure that the rates it pays cover its full share of its burden on the local grid. “We will work closely with utility companies that set electricity prices and state commissions that approve these prices… Our goal is straightforward: to ensure that the electricity cost of serving our data centers is not passed on to residential customers.”
That’s all nice and wonderful as a statement aimed at making nearby residents feel more comfortable about having an obnoxious data center in their neighborhood. The problem is… it’s an economical lie. As long as data centers continue to be built, creating more electricity demand, there will be more pressure on the grid. The economic rule of supply and demand will not change.
Microsoft, as well as all other AI wannabees, could pay 10x the rate that residents do per watts used, but it won’t cut demand on the grid. In fact, it could even increase demand further should Microsoft crazily offer to pay everyone’s rate increases. As a consumer, you’re not going to cut your usage if costs don’t increase. Neither will Microsoft.
Water usage by data centers is another contentious topic, with data centers often creating substantial issues for local water supplies. While water output and consumption isn’t as technical as that of electricity, it still falls under the same supply and demand equation. Too much demand puts pressure on the ability to supply it. Demand is usually only cut when prices go up to deter its usage. 
Microsoft has already given up on some data centers due to backlash. Good! Let’s keep the backlash train rolling against all data centers. Any authority figure who votes for these should be shunned and ostracized into oblivion… and that’s me being nice.
Source used: TechCrunch 
 
9 - US Loses #1 Beef Production Status – 1/19/2026
 
Brazil, already the biggest beef exporter, surpassed the United States as the world’s top beef producer in 2025. Brazil’s production increased 4% to 12.35 million tons while US production fell 3.9% to 11.8 million tons. A year ago, Brazil production had been expected to drop nearly 3%. So much for the experts. To make matters worse, at least in the US, domestic production is expected to fall 1% in 2026. 
 
The USDA (Dept. of Agriculture), again, expects Brazil’s production to fall year by as much as 5%. However, Rabobank, basically an agricultural bank headquartered in the Netherlands, expects growth of 0.5% for Brazil. If the USDA is correct, worldwide beef production could fall as much as 2.6% in the current year. If Rabobank is correct, worldwide production may only drop of 0.2%. Either way…
 
… beef is not going to become less costly anytime soon. Supply is not keeping up with demand – even at today’s prices.
 
American beef production is still far  more efficient. US government data shows the US with 94 million head of cattle vs 238 million head in Brazil. That’s about 1 ton per 8 head vs 1 ton per 19 head. As much as 90% of US cattle are fattened in feedlots while only 22% of Brazil’s cattle are. Allegedly, a feedlot can fatten up cattle six times faster than those raised in a pasture. I’m not a rancher, so I have no idea of the accuracy in that statement. Perhaps a rancher could fill me in, as well as the pros and cons of feedlot vs pasture.
 
When it comes to the long-term outlook for prices, at least for consumers, it’s looking a little better. Brazil has a lot of room to grow. Pregnancy rates in the country during breeding season are only 50%. Argentina’s is 66% and Canada’s is 96%. If Brazil were to match Argentina’s rate, it would add another 8 million head to its herd. Coupled with putting a higher percentage of cattle into feedlots, say 28% by 2027, as consultants hope, perhaps the supply and demand equation could come closer to being in balance, which in theory, should result in lower prices for consumers.
 
Beef production, by 2034 – eight years away, is expected to grow by 24% in Brazil and 3.5% in the US. As I said, not any time soon.
 
Personally, I love beef. It’s my favorite meat. Prices, at least for this consumer and many others I listen to, are too high. I gave up steaks a couple of years ago. I still buy ground beef, but not as much. On the other hand, that may be because I splurge somewhat on ground bison and lamb more often than in the past. I figure if I’m going to pay high prices, I might as well spend a few extra dollars for something “different” every now and then. A lamb burger with feta or Swiss cheese has become my new monthly extravagance. One pound makes four burgers, so two a day makes for two days of bliss.
 
Source used: Farm Forum
 
 
10 - Trump Targets Housing Investment Buyers - 1/21/2026
 
Back in 2020, Ashley and her husband were looking to buy their first home. They claim to have looked at over 80 homes in the Indianapolis area over two months. That’s more than a home a day, during Covid. Call me doubtful. With three children, they were forced to move because their landlord was selling their rental. No mention of why they couldn’t stay with a new landlord.
 
She says they would pull up to a house and the agent would tell them there were ten additional offers, sight unseen, all cash. Ignoring the typical sales tactic, she took that to mean ‘corporate investors’, though that’s how I bought my present home. The good news is they eventually found a place. However, she believes it would have been a lot easier if not for institutional investors buying up homes.
 
Six years later, it's an issue President Trump vows to take on. In a recent social media post, he said he wants to "ban large institutional investors from buying more single-family homes," to help bring down housing costs. Democrats agree. However, limiting such purchases may not pass legal, or economic muster. 
 
A cap on investor rentals just took effect in Fishers, IN, a suburb of Indianapolis. The Republican Mayor, Scott Fadness, was surprised that some of the neighborhoods are nearing 35% investment owned properties. Last year, he proposed capping rentals at 10% per neighborhood to protect local home ownership. He also states difficulty in dealing with code enforcement, and other issues, when the property owner is an out-of-state owner/corporation. As I often attend my small town’s council meetings, I have seen that last argument as a fact.
 
However, realtor groups oppose a cap, arguing it infringes on private property rights and could deprive sellers of the highest bid. The City Council did not care. They backed the plan unanimously. As a potential buyer, it’s wishful thinking. As a homeowner, and a potential seller myself some day, I want the maximum price someone is willing to offer. Limits are just more government interference, which, more often than not, do little to solve the actual problem – in this case, affordability.
 
Economists say large investors are not the biggest factor driving home prices; they just make an easy to blame target. While prices do go up where investors buy, it’s mostly because the places they choose are already growing, and they often buy serious fixer-uppers. That’s a skill most people don’t have today, and low-end buyers usually don’t qualify for major repair financing. 
 
Nationally, the largest companies own about 3% of the single-family rental market, and the institutional buying spree has cooled from its peak in 2022, due to high interest rates. At just 3% ownership, that sounds like a solution in need of a problem. 
 
The fix isn’t to limit who can buy a house and screwing sellers out of a nice profit. Old people downsizing to afford retirement, or a family needing more  bedrooms, need maximum profit. The fix is to eliminate costly barriers so builders can afford to build houses buyers can afford to buy.
 
Source used: Jennifer Ludden, NPR 
 
 
11 - Is the Utah GOP Trying to Stack Supreme Court - 1/23/2025
 
Republican legislative leaders in Utah, as well as its Gov., Spencer Cox, have said they support a proposal to expand the five-judge Supreme Court panel to seven, arguing it would help speed up decision-making. However, the state’s chief justice warned lawmakers against meddling with the judiciary.  
 
Legal experts said the move could actually have the opposite effect, as judges would be required to listen to more opinions which could lead to longer debates among themselves. They also claim it could and set a bad precedent at a time when the country is so divided. The Utah courts have recently dealt lawmakers a string of defeats on abortion restrictions, transgender athletes and the Legislature’s ability to change or repeal voter-approved initiatives. The addition of more judges could also be viewed as stacking the Court – something numerous politicians have nefariously suggested doing in the past.
 
For the record, most states have a five or seven-judge Supreme Court, but a few have nine. Cox has said the additions would put Utah in line with other states of its size. Personally, I’d rather see seven. Power in the hands of five seems like too few. Yes, they are only suppose to interpret the law… but let’s be honest. It’s difficult to rule against one’s own personal beliefs.
 
Chief Justice, Matthew Durrant, said it’s the Legislature’s prerogative to expand the Supreme Court, but urged them to prioritize adding judges to lower courts, where the need is much greater. Another proposal in Utah would increase the number of judges for the district courts, juvenile courts and the Court of Appeals. If Utah is like most states, there’s probably a long backlog of cases where adding lower court judges would make perfect sense.
 
Here may be the main reason for the legislator’s aims: The Legislature is planning to appeal a redistricting ruling that gave Democrats a reasonable shot at picking up one of Utah’s four Republican-held congressional seats in the midterms this fall. One can’t help but to think this proposal has Trump’s fingerprints all over it. Rampant mid-decade redistricting in states, regardless of the party in control, is not in the spirit of constitutionality when it comes to decade-based census gathering. Durrant also added that Utah’s Supreme Court respects the legislature’s integrity, and expects the same in return, by not challenging court opinions and legal outcomes. 
 
In Utah, justices are appointed by the governor and approved by the state Senate. In many other states, justices are elected, often times with political parties listed on the ballot. Personally, I am not a fan of electing judges. Those who have final say in legal matters should not be put there because they won a popularity contest. Meritocracy should put them in their judicial robes. Sadly, appointments also don’t guarantee such. However, I think it’s better than a judicial version of Miss America with candidates spouting off memorized world peace diatribe.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
12 - Is Trump Revising History His Way? - 1/26/2026
 
The National Park Service removed informational panels on slavery at Philadelphia’s, Independence National Historical Park. It was done in response to President Trump’s executive order which demands “restoring truth and sanity to American history” at the nation’s museums, parks and landmarks. Maybe he meant HIS truth.
 
I shouldn’t need to say it, but those who fail to learn the past, or choose to ignore the past, are bound to repeat it. One could even argue that the excessive actions by ICE are a return to hating others just for being different. Some like to say diversity is our strength – and it should be. However, diversity always seems to be just the opposite. Why is it so hard to accept others for who they are instead of what we want them to be?
 
Bolt holes and “picture frames” are all that remain on the brick walls at the President’s House Site, where George and Martha Washington lived with those they owned as property. The exhibit included biographical details about the nine people enslaved by the Washington family at the presidential mansion when Philadelphia served as the nation’s capital. Just their names remain: Austin, Paris, Hercules, Christopher Sheels, Richmond, Giles, Oney Judge, Moll and Joe, as they are engraved into a cement wall.
 
Karen Oliver, a resident who was visiting the exhibit, said she was “heartbroken” at the removal of references to slavery and a chance for visitors to learn from the nation’s history. She stated, “You show all of it. The good, the bad, and the ugly.” I agree with her thought process – and the unintended reference to one of my favorite western movies.
 
The city of Philadelphia has sued Interior Secretary, Doug Burgum, and acting National Park Service Director, Jessica Bowron. I would argue these two are simply doing their jobs as defined by the idiotic executive order. It’s a national exhibit. Is there even any merit in the lawsuit? Did the city suffer damage on national property?
 
As stated, federal agencies are required to review interpretive materials to “ensure accuracy, honesty, and alignment with shared national values,” an Interior Department statement said. It called the city’s lawsuit frivolous, stating the display allegedly “demean[s] our brave Founding Fathers who set the brilliant road map for the greatest country in the world.”
 
That brings up a whole new debate. Should our founding fathers, who set the foundation for “the greatest country in the world", be demeaned for owning slaves? By modern world standards, the answer would be a distinct, “Yes!” However, slavery pretty much existed everywhere in the world at that time. The world had yet to see anything but widespread slavery. Slavery was the spoils of victory. I’m certainly not defending it, just explaining it. Thankfully, the world has become much more civilized in the last 200 years.
 
When contrasting slavery to the famous words, “all men are created equal”, it’s important we stand for “all persons are created equal”. History should not be covered up, no matter how despicable it was, lest we repeat it.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
13 - Social Media on Trial (Part 1) - 1/28/2026
 
Three of the world’s biggest tech companies, Instagram, TikTok, and YouTube, face an upcoming landmark trial over claims that their platforms deliberately addict and harm children.
 
Before I even proceed with the rest of the blog, let me clearly state: the only reason this issue can be viewed as a problem needing attention… IS DUE TO PARENTS WHO FAIL TO OVERSEE THEIR CHILDREN’S LIVES! Society survived perfectly fine, and mostly grew up to be responsible adults, long before smartphones were invented. Just because they now exist, isn’t reason enough to give one to a child. Children DO NOT need smartphones!
 
It’s the first time the companies will argue their case before a jury, and the outcome could have profound effects on their businesses and how they will handle children using their platforms. [Covered in my next blog]. A fourth company named in the lawsuit, Snapchat parent company, Snap Inc., settled their case last week for an undisclosed sum. Snap cowered. Why should any company pay for lame parenting skills?
 
At the core of the case is a 19-year-old identified only by the initials, KGM.  KGM claims that her use of social media from an early age addicted her to the technology, and exacerbated depression and suicidal thoughts. I’m sorry, BUT WHERE WERE YOUR PARENTS? Oh, wait! These companies have far more money than your parents… and now you know why this lawsuit exists. The almighty dollar.
 
Social media can be harmful emotionally, just like chainsaws, hatchets, and predators can be dangerous physically. Quality parenting requires paying attention to one’s children. Sadly, in today’s society, many parents seem to prefer handing off their responsibilities to anyone other than themselves… maybe because they, too, are wrapped up in social media. Grow up! Think for yourselves!
 
“Borrowing heavily from the behavioral and neurological techniques used by slot machines and exploited by the cigarette industry, Defendants deliberately embedded in their products an array of design features aimed at maximizing youth engagement to drive advertising revenue,” the lawsuit says.
 
Newsflash! That’s the purpose of every company in existence. It’s how they stay in existence. Companies don’t survive in a dog-eat-dog, competitive, worldwide competition without maximizing revenue. However, like shoes, furniture, beer, radios, Oreos, and other products/services, no one is forcing anyone to buy/use any product/service. It’s all voluntary, whether it’s being consumed by parents or their children. 
 
Millions of users post regularly. It’s impossible to catch every highly ambiguous, opinionated post for blatant censorship. The lawsuit, if successful, could destroy First Amendment rights and Section 230, which protects tech companies from liability for material posted on their platforms.
 
Mental health is a deeply complex issue. Narrowing the challenges faced by teens to a single factor such as social media, ignores scientific research, and other factors facing young people: such as academic pressure, peer pressure, economic challenges and substance abuse.
 
It’s time parents, and politicians trying to cater to them, as well as the lawyers representing them, blame the real problem: lack of parental oversight!
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
14 - Social Media on Trial (Part 2) – 1/30/2026
 
French lawmakers approved a bill banning social media for children under 15. The measure is expected to start at the beginning of the next school year in September. The bill, which also bans the use of mobile phones in high schools, was adopted by a 130-21 vote. French President Emmanuel Macron has requested that the legislation be fast-tracked, and it will now be discussed in the coming weeks.
 
“Banning social media for those under 15: this is what scientists recommend, and this is what the French people are overwhelmingly calling for,” Macron said after the vote. “Because our children’s brains are not for sale — neither to American platforms nor to Chinese networks. Because their dreams must not be dictated by algorithms.” I agree, but...
 
… to repeat what I said in my last blog, this should not be a government issue. It’s the job of parents to be responsible and oversee what their children do in their everyday lives. Social media is open to all, from church-going goody-goodies, to predators and others with no morals. Strangers are no more trustworthy online than they are in real life. Parents need to oversee their children, especially about who they interact with. Better yet, don’t give your child a smartphone if you’re not tech savvy.
 
I have no problem with banning cell phone use in schools, as studies show it detracts from the learning process and interferes with the learning of others around them. However, banning children from social media is nothing more than censorship, or… is their another more devious and nefarious purpose to such a ban? 
 
In order to “enforce” such a ban, which even not-so-intelligent children will find ways around, age verification almost has to be implemented. While it’s already possible for governments to track every adult’s online presence, though there are methods to minimize it, age verification for every website deemed “risky” provides a much simpler way to track everyone’s online existence. Not only will governments gather more data on users, but so will companies, data brokers, and evil doers such as predators and hackers. Age verification could include driver’s license information, credit card information, or other sensitive data. 
 
Many companies claim such data will be deleted upon verification, however, if true, you’d have to go through the process every time. That presents another nefarious concept. Could such verification be used to make online access to current events and opinions such a hassle, that we choose to no longer participate? A controlled population is one that knows not what they should know. 
 
According to France’s health watchdog, one in two teenagers spends between two and five hours a day on a smartphone. Is that any worse than spending five hours a day in front of a TV? To the government, probably. TV doesn’t allow access to millions of opinions and content covering government abuses. 
 
Allegedly, the French ban won’t cover online encyclopedias, educational or scientific directories, or platforms for the development and sharing of open-source software. Well, isn’t that nice? Generally accepted facts will be permitted, but anything controversial will not.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
15 - Measles and Vaccination Rates - 2/2/2026
 
The measles “outbreak” in South Carolina is showing little sign of slowing down. The state has confirmed 847 cases since October, making the outbreak larger than the one in Texas, which started slightly over a year ago. 
 
The latest outbreak comes as the Trump administration has allegedly taken multiple steps to undermine overall confidence in vaccines - though I would argue a different cause for lack of confidence (see below). The U.S. could lose its designation as a country that has eliminated measles, defined as one year without a continuous chain of transmission. The designation is given by the Pan American Health Organization, which I didn’t know existed prior to now.
 
When asked whether the potential loss of measles elimination status was significant, Dr. Ralph Abraham, the principal deputy director of the CDC, said, "Not really." He also added, "… the president, Secretary [Kennedy], we talk all the time about religious freedom, health freedom, personal freedom. And I think we have to respect those communities that choose to go a somewhat of a different route."
 
Naturally, infectious disease experts and epidemiologists say the choice not to vaccinate is what's driving these outbreaks. True. However, let’s not panic. It’s not the Dark Ages. Only a small percentage of persons will not vaccinate. 
 
Worldwide, vaccination rates lowered estimated measles deaths from 780 000 in 2000, to 95 000 in 2024. Despite the “vaccination hesitation” in the US, only three (3) of those deaths occurred here. That’s 0.00003% of deaths in a country with 5% of the world’s population. Access to medical care, especially for those under 5 who are in most danger, is a much higher determination as to the likelihood of death. In the US, death rates among measles cases, at least among sources I was able to find, were under 1%; most of those due to failure to get medical care.
 
Prior to the existence of the measles vaccine in 1963, measles took the lives of 2.4 million people worldwide every year, 0.086% of the world’s then population of 3 billion, or 1 per every 1155 people. If that rate existed today, it would add 10% to the number of overall US deaths in a given year. Thankfully, it doesn’t.
 
Though unlikely, measles can also cause other long-term health effects. The measles vaccine works in 97% of those who get one. I highly recommend vaccines for those who want them. On the other hand, I think we vaccinate too often, for too many things most of us will never get, and that all vaccinations should be left to the individual and parents. No one should be able to force another to put anything into their body they don’t want. It’s medical rape, be it beneficial or not.
 
Perhaps if the Center for Disease hadn’t arguably lied about all things Covid, from masks with little effectiveness, to transparent shields that serve no purpose when we’re all handling the same groceries and doorknobs, to stay-at-home mandates that caused our children to be depressed, maybe… just maybe, there would be less vaccination hesitation.
 
Source used: National Public Radio
 
 
16 -Bribing Farmers to Keep Waterways Clean - 2/3/2026
 
New tax credits proposed for farmers who implement sustainable practices, as well as stronger water quality monitoring and increased spending, are at the center of Iowa House Democrats’ plan to improve the state’s water quality.
 
Their five-point plan includes: 1) Spending $600,000 on a statewide water monitoring program. 2) Tripling state funding for Iowa’s Nutrient Reduction Strategy from $10 million to $30 million per year to fund buffer strips, bioreactors and cover crops that reduce nitrate runoff. 3) Creating a clean water income tax credit for farmers who implement sustainable practices. 4) Establishing an Iowa Clean Water Certification Program that would provide a $5 per acre property tax credit for farmers, and 5) Creating an Iowa Water Quality Loan Program that offers no-interest loans to finance equipment that improves water quality.
 
Rep. Kenan Judge, D-Waukee, said “agriculture plays a vital role in our economy” and that House Democrats “want to be a partner with agriculture,” especially as Iowa’s farm economy struggles with low corn prices and the impact of tariffs. That’s why the plan avoids placing mandates on farmers and focuses on voluntary compliance with best practices.
 
“Farmers want clean water,” Judge said. “They want the same things we do for all Iowans, but I think we need to put the money there to incentivize them and get there to help them afford it in these economic times.”
 
I’m sorry, but that’s a load of bull feces. If farmers wanted clean water for all Iowans, as well as themselves, you wouldn’t have to bribe them with $30 million worth incentives. They would gladly do so on their own. It’s called morals and responsibility. It shouldn’t require more subsidies to farmers to set aside buffer strips and plant cover crops to reduce nitrate runoff. Just education.
 
Rep. Austin Baeth, D-Des Moines, who is also a doctor, said there’s growing concern among physicians in Iowa that water pollution is contributing in some part to Iowa’s high cancer rates, which are the fastest-rising in the country. “We should not have to worry about whether one of our most precious natural resources, something that is essential, a basic necessity of life, is actually shortening our lives. I will tell you that I am tired of diagnosing my patients with cancer,” she stated.
 
One can certainly argue that chemical fertilizers feed the world. Sadly, they also kill the microbial activity  in soil. These organisms are crucial in fixing nitrogen and fighting plant diseases. Altering soil’s microbial community affects the entire ecosystem and can accelerate soil degradation and result in erosion, compaction and degradation. Soil that washes or blows away can contaminate nearby waterways and their ecosystems.
 
Consistent  readers know that I hate both subsidies and mandates. Both are evil. However, when it comes to protecting US soils and waterways, and farmers putting profits over environmental integrity, I see some level of mandate as the lesser of two evils. Taxpayers shouldn’t have to foot the bill for clean water. It’s the responsibility of those who foul it in the first place.
 
Source used:  Stephen Gruber-Miller, Des Moines Register and Eileen Ward, USA Today 
 
 
17 -EU Better Than US for Digital Security - 2/5/2026
 
Two-and-a-half million civil servants in France will ditch Zoom and Teams for a homegrown video conference system called Visio-Experts. Soldiers in Austria are using the open source office software, LibreOffice, to write reports after its military dropped Microsoft Office. Bureaucrats in the German state of Schleswig-Holsteina have turned to Nextcloud’s free software for their administrative work. They are also switching to open-source email – I’m assuming Tuta or Proton. 
 
I’ve never heard of Visio-Expert, but I’ve used LibreOffice for over four years. It’s what I use to write this blog. I also backup all my data on my own simplified in-house server (and a key-chain flash drive should a fire consume my house) rather than on the cloud where it’s controlled by someone other than myself.
 
Around Europe, governments and institutions are seeking to reduce their use of digital services from U.S. Big Tech companies and turning to domestic or free alternatives. The push for “digital sovereignty” is gaining attention as the Trump administration strikes an increasingly belligerent posture toward the continent, highlighted by recent tensions over Greenland and fears that Silicon Valley could be bullied into cutting off access.
 
The objective is to put an end to the use of non-European solutions, and to guarantee the security and confidentiality of public electronic communications by relying on a powerful and sovereign tool. Europe is beginning to take its digital security and privacy seriously. Citizens, everywhere, should do the same.
 
Microsoft claims it is “focused on providing customers with greater choice, stronger data protection, and resilient cloud services — ensuring data stays in Europe, under European law, with robust security and privacy protections.” Yeah, right! Anyone can do a search to find out how often Microsoft has been guilty of violating its own standards. Free advice: forget Google and Bing, use Startpage. It’s more private.
 
Microsoft President, Brad Smith, stated, “Europe is the American tech sector’s biggest market after the United States itself. It all depends on trust. Trust requires dialogue.” Then quit sharing users data, quit requiring a Microsoft account to use Windows, quit forcing unwanted product ads on users, and delete all the built-in malware/spyware.
 
Simple fact is, with online services now mainly hosted in the cloud through data centers, everyone’s data is vulnerable; not just for those in Europe. It can also be cut off at any time, by Big Tech or Big Government, for whatever reason they state. Are you rich enough to sue if they do?
 
When home and office computing first started, it was all in-house, nothing went to the cloud because the digital cloud didn’t exist. You bought the hardware, you bought the software, it was self-contained, almost impossible to steal data, and worked for years on end. You created your own backups, which admittedly took time back then, but you controlled it. Yes, the cloud does provide the convenience of integrating multiple devices. However, you can do that at home. All it takes is a router/wifi with a functioning USB port, a USB hard drive, and file-sharing software for backups. It’s even accessible remotely.
 
Source used: Molly Quell, Associated Press
 
 
18 - Boycott Insanity - 2/9/2026
 
Brittany Trahan started buying DVDs rather than paying for Netflix and Apple TV. Lisa Shannon has been relying on public transit instead of taking an Uber.  Brian Seymour has been enduring the cold to shop locally instead of buying through Amazon.
 
As someone who is critical of Big Tech, I find this to be fantastic. The reason they are boycotting these companies, though, is completely insane. It’s not because corporate America abuses your sensitive data by selling it to data brokers in the name of greed. It’s not because protesters care about keeping mom and pop shops alive. It’s because...
 
… they believe these companies aren’t doing enough to stand up against President Trump's aggressive immigration crackdown. What?
 
The month-long campaign, "Resist and Unsubscribe," was started by influential podcaster, and business commentator, Scott Galloway, who said he was increasingly frustrated by what he sees as the Trump administration's indifference to protests and public outrage over immigration enforcement. 
 
As a former business owner, who talked with other business owners, let me assure you, there isn’t a single administration that isn’t indifferent, or gives a damn about what we think. 
 
" I think this is a weapon that is hiding in plain sight," Galloway told NPR. "The most radical act [a person] can perform in a capitalist society is non-participation." Is it possible he doesn’t realize that spending money… anywhere… IS participation?
 
Boycotting Minneapolis-based, Target, for example, isn’t going to do a damn thing to change immigration policy. What it will do, should the boycott last long enough, is put employees out of work – possibly that immigrant, single mother you’re trying to protect. It’s been reported that hundreds of businesses in Minneapolis shuttered their doors for a day as a form of protest against ICE operations in the city. The reality? They probably closed because protest crowds blocked their regular customers from getting there, or the risk to customers due to possible riots, hence, avoiding a financial loss for the day. Businesses are all about the bottom line; it’s how they stay in business.
 
Galloway said his website generated about 250,000 unique page views in one day. That sounds good, but page views don’t automatically translate into participants. Realistic expectations would be about two percent, like any normal advertising campaign.
 
Galloway believes the president mainly changes course on policy when financial markets are under pressure. Maybe Galloway doesn’t understand that deciding to spend $100 at a mom-and-pop store instead of a Big Box store, doesn’t change financial markets. Why? Because mom and pop are just as likely to go Target, use Uber, shop Amazon, or watch Netflix. The local coffee shop is likely buying from the local Costco.
 
As a former business owner, the most sensible thing to do is keep your own personal politics separate from your business policies. Using your company to make a political statement will only harm your bottom line. Why anger those with opposing views… who may then shop elsewhere to satisfy their needs? What company could possibly be that stupid? Oh, yeah! Reportedly, the ones in Minneapolis.
 
Source used: NPR
 
 
19 -Trump’s Despicable Actions Against Cuba - 2/9/2026
 
HAVANA (AP) — Trump signed an executive order last month that would impose a tariff on any goods from countries that sell or provide oil to Cuba, a move that could further cripple an island plagued by a deepening energy crisis. That followed the administration’s capture of Maduro, as well as US piracy on open seas. Piracy, you ask?
 
Yes, piracy… committed by the United States. Trump has made it clear that he will seize all Venezuelan tankers destined for Cuba, and apparently, anywhere else. The latest seizure of a tanker occurred in the Indian Ocean – thousands of miles away from Cuba.
 
As a result of American piracy, for which Trump should be (won’t put it in print), Cuba is suffering from a severe fuel shortage. Notices to airlines and pilots warned that jet fuel won’t be available at nine airports across the island starting today and continuing until at least March 11.
 
The piracy… excuse me, US government defined, sanctions... is affecting many citizen’s lives. Tourism is a source of livelihood for millions of Cubans, having generated up to $3bn a year for Cuba. Some 1.6 million tourists visited Cuba last year, significantly lower than the 4.8 million in 2018 – just prior to Trump’s first round of “attacks” against the country.
 
One tourist driver recalled that he would sometimes work until 9pm. Now he says he’s lucky if he takes one or two tourists for a spin in a day. He used to charge $50 for a drive around the capital. Now, given the lack of demand, he has lowered his price to $25, less if a tourist insists on bartering.
 
This isn’t right. This isn’t moral. This is pure piracy of, and dictatorial actions upon, another sovereign country; numerous countries when one considers the threatening of tariffs on countries selling oil to Cuba. It’s only going to get worse. Air Canada just announced it was suspending flights to the island, while other airlines announced delays and layovers in the Dominican Republic before flights continued to Havana.
 
Cuban officials also announced that banking hours have been reduced and cultural events suspended, further impeding the economy. In Havana, the public bus and train systems have effectively ground to a halt, leaving residents stranded as sporadic power outages can last up to 10 hours. Fuel shortages can affect transportation that brings food or medicine to local markets.
 
The national baseball season has been reworked for greater efficiency. Some banks have cut operating hours. Some fuel distribution companies said they would limit sales to 20 liters (5.28 gallons) per user.
 
U.S. sanctions against Cuba have been in place for more than six decades and have done absolutely ZERO to end the Communist regime. However, change isn’t what it’s about. Control and dominance is; piracy in the name cheaper US gas prices is. You would think that a president so concerned about immigration would actually want to help Cuba become a more successful country. The best way to limit immigration would be to conduct international trade so that foreigners want to stay where they already are.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
20 – Do You Trust AI Medical Care? - 2/14/2026
 
Is there anything crazier than depending on AI, which has shown time and time again that it often puts out insane, and at times, dangerous advice? How about Dr. Mehmet Oz pitching AI medical care for rural areas that often lack nearby hospitals and doctors offices?
 
According to Dr. Oz, "There's no question about it… the best way to help some of these communities is gonna be AI-based avatars.” Dr. Oz is the head of Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services. He made the statement at an Action for Progress event, a coalition aimed at improving behavioral health care. Well, isn’t that just great? Let’s put our mental health in the hands of the machines. Might as well just bring out the Terminators now!
 
Oz stated that AI could multiply the reach of doctors fivefold and avoid burnout. It’s part of the Trump administration's $50 billion plan to modernize health care in rural communities. It could include digital avatars to conduct basic medical interviews, and robotic systems for remote diagnostics. Oz even suggested replacing in-person obstetric care with AI-guided devices.
 
Rural hospitals are grappling with financial pressures. One nonpartisan research organization showed that 190 rural hospitals shut down between 2005 and 2024, or about 10% of all rural hospitals in the country, due to budget shortfalls. In some of those cases, population declines led to lack of financial revenues. My rural county, fortunately, still has a hospital despite losing nearly half its population over six decades.
 
Many others, though, have lost their only hospital, leaving residents to drive long distances for basic and emergency medical treatment — or skip it altogether. Across the United States, people living in rural counties are more likely to die early from causes such as heart disease, cancer, respiratory disease, stroke, and injuries, than those in urban areas. 
 
Personally, I accept any potential loss of my rural hospital as a cost of living in a place that’s quite, less taxed, has virtually zero crime, and with neighbors that actually care about each other. However, I wouldn’t trust said hospital with anything other than minor medical care. Anything serious… I’m making the 80-minute drive to the “big city”. Higher populations equal a larger talent pool to hire from, be it for doctors, electricians, or any other profession.
 
AI-based care I would trust even less than I presently trust pill-pushing doctors. Money already influences too many decisions in today’s world. Machines will only spit out more money-based decisions and advice. Rural populations shouldn’t be AI guinea pigs. 
 
While AI may help with endless hours of paperwork, I still want an actual doctor making final decisions, overseeing diagnoses to be sure they’re correct, and a one-on-one meeting so they can understand any emotional aspect of care, such as... when does one finally decide to give in to the inevitable.
 
Maybe if we led healthier lives, paid our own way, and eliminated insurance and government control of what’s covered or not, physicians would have more time to spend with patients. AI may be an answer, but it’s a bad one in my opinion.
 
Source used: NPR
 
 
21 - Another Israeli Land Grab - 2/17/2026
 
Israel, once again, is proving it’s the problem in the Middle East, not the solution. As it has done for decades, the country is grabbing at more land than originally given when it was ambiguously granted nation status in 1948 by the League of Nations.
 
This time it’s in the form of a contentious land regulation process being executed in a large part of the occupied West Bank.  The resumption of "settlement of land title" means that when Israel begins the land registration process for a given area, anyone with a claim to the land must submit documents proving ownership. Pardon me, but isn’t this akin to the California legislature going into Rhode Island and insisting the latter state’s landowners show proof of home ownership? I would hope Rhode Island would defend itself against such an illegal encroachment. 
 
Israeli aggression will likely end up in the taking of land for which Palestinians can’t “prove” ownership. An anti-settlement group, Peace Now, said the process likely amounts to a "mega land grab" from Palestinians.
 
"This move is very dramatic and allows the state to gain control of almost all of Area C," said Hagit Ofran, the director of Peace Now's Settlement Watch program. Area C refers to the 60% of the West Bank that is under full Israeli military control. The international community overwhelmingly considers Israeli settlement construction in these areas to be illegal, as well as an obstacle to peace.
 
Over 300,000 Palestinians are estimated to live in Area C, with many more in surrounding communities dependent on its agricultural and grazing lands, including plots for which families retain land deeds or tax records dating back decades. Hmm? Why would any country want to take over agricultural and grazing lands? Rhetorical question - since the obvious answer is to control the food supply.
 
Under the decision, Israeli authorities will announce certain areas to undergo registration, forcing anyone who has a claim to the land to prove their ownership. Ofran said the process for proving ownership can be "draconian" and is rarely transparent. 
 
"Palestinians will be sent to prove ownership in a way that they will never be able to do… and this way Israel might take over 83% of the Area C, which is about half of the West Bank."
 
I’ve been pointing out Israeli aggression for years. Israel continues to expand construction, legalize outposts, and make significant bureaucratic changes to its policies in the territory. I’ve claimed that Israel’s out-of-proportion retaliation to October 6 always had yet another land grab as its end goal. Time is only proving me correct.
 
Previous U.S. administrations have sharply condemned an expansion of Israeli activity, yet… none of them have done anything about it. Why? Simple. Because American politicians don’t care about Muslim nations. They only see the radical sect. It’s like condemning all Caucasians based on the racist Klu Klux Klan. Maybe all those Muslim countries should rename themselves “Ukraine”. We have no problem sanctioning that country’s land-grabbing attackers.
 
Source used: NPR
 
 
22 -ICE vs Privacy Rights on Job Site - 2/17/2026
 
Immigration agents have intensified raids on construction sites, often without warrants, as the Trump administration continues its mass deportation policy. The question that arises from such action, is this: Do individuals have privacy rights while at work and/or on job sites. My answer is, it depends on each situation. 
 
The federal government is defending those tactics in court as the Trump administration argues Fourth Amendment rights do not apply at work – at least on construction sites.  A case in question involves two separate encounters between Leo Garcia Venegas (a U.S. citizen and construction worker) and immigration agents at Alabama construction sites last year. Both times, Venegas was temporarily detained while at work.
 
"I got arrested twice for being a Latino working in construction," Venegas said in a video produced by the Institute for Justice, a public-interest law firm that is representing him. In his complaint, Venegas argued that the federal government has a policy of entering worksites without judicial warrants. The government, on the other hand, claims Venegas had no "reasonable expectation of privacy" while working at sites owned by home builders, D.R. Horton and Lennar. They argue because Venegas worked temporarily on sites he didn't own, he had no constitutional protection against government entry, and had no power to exclude anybody from the property, even at his own workplace.
 
I can agree with the government’s argument, but only to a point. D.R. Horton and Lennar do own the construction sites. The government should have been forced to obtain a warrant for searching the properties… assuming the home builders insisted on one. Even if they didn’t, Venegas could still be in the right.
 
At question is the Open Fields Doctrine, a legal principle allowing law enforcement to enter some outdoor spaces without a warrant. When it comes to construction sites, however, it would be hard to define them as “open fields”. It’s common for a construction sites to post “NO TRESPASSING” signs and/or put up fencing to keep people out, as well as having expensive machinery on site. Any rational person understands that not only shouldn't you trespass, but that it can also be quite dangerous for you to do so. Few people would consider such sites to be “open fields”; nor should government.
 
It can also be argued that if the owner of the site gives workers “possession” of the site at any time, then it is under control of the workers for the duration of the job, and the worker can exclude others. In fact, it would be Venegas’s duty (via OSHA safety rules) to keep people off of these sites, giving him Fourth Amendment rights while there.
 
This is a classic example of how Trump is exercising deportations in an idiotic manner. Building prices and rents (both commercial and residential) are extremely costly in today’s economic atmosphere. Demand is outpacing supply. We need more homes and businesses built; not less. We don’t need to be eliminating these workers from the workforce. Prioritizing deportations of those contributing to in-demand industries, over other illegal immigrants, is a special kind of stupid.
 
Source used: Reason magazine 
 
 
23 - Glyphosate and the MAHA Backlash - 2/21/2026
 
Members of the ‘Make America Healthy Again’ (MAHA) movement are in open revolt after  RFK Jr. publicly backed President Trump’s executive order that would increase domestic production of glyphosate - a herbicide that Kennedy has blamed as part of our bad health. Members are apparently seeing hypocrisy where there is none. Bear with me for a minute. 
 
Vani Hari, an ally of Kennedy who goes by “Food Babe,” told The Washington Post, “We truly were hoping that this administration would put people over corporate power, but this action moves us away from that commitment.” No, it doesn’t.
 
Alex Clark, a health and wellness podcaster for the conservative group, Turning Point USA, said that “Women feel like they were lied to, that MAHA movement is a sham. How am I supposed to rally these women to vote red in the midterms? How can we win their trust back? I am unsure if we can.”
 
Dave Murphy, founder of United We Eat, and former finance manager on Kennedy’s presidential campaign, told Reuters that the order was a strategic mistake that could serve as an election liability.
 
While their opinions may prove true, in both cases, they shouldn’t.
 
MAHA influencer Kelly Ryerson, aka, “Glyphosate Girl”, told Politico, “I’m witnessing the bottom falling out on MAHA.” No, you’re not.
 
I do my fair share of attacking Trump. I, too, am concerned about chemicals in my diet. That’s why I read food labels on the few products I buy that have them. However, this executive order is actually a good thing. Glyphosate does have useful purposes. Probably the best use is to kill non-native species of vegetation, which if left on their own, can destroy the native habitat, including both flora and fauna. It can also keep vegetation from breaking up costly sidewalks and driveways. I use it very sparingly around my home.
 
All this executive order does is invoke the Defense Production Act to boost domestic production of glyphosate, rather than depending on China. As I have argued many times, it is always good for a country to be as self-reliant as possible instead of at the mercy of others. No one should be getting paranoid over this. The executive order does not mean agricultural use will increase or decrease. Its usage will still be left to farmers, and federal and state legislators and regulators.
 
Glyphosate is mostly used on corn, soybeans, and cotton, as well as on grains in Midwest states - especially those surrounding the Great Lakes. It enables harvesting within their shorter growing season. If you’re overly fearful, avoid corn syrup, soy products, and breads. Eat more fruits, vegetables, and meats – the proper diet.
 
When agriculturally used as instructed, a healthy person’s immune system should be able to handle the trace amounts found in some foods, assuming we aren’t gorging on those foods. Its usage helps the US to feed itself, and the world. It’s a matter of finding the right balance. Beef prices are presently high due to a major imbalance in supply and demand. Imagine if that happened to all of our foods.
 
Source used: Numerous sources
 
 
24 - Global Warming’s Oppositional Revenge - 2/23/2026
 
When Tracie Klossner opened up her recent utility bill, she immediately walked over to the thermostat and turned the temperature down. A resident of Rochester, NY, she is used to cold winters. However, the recent streak of negative temperatures (Fahrenheit) had her reeling. For the month ending on Feb.2, her heating bill clocked in over $720 for her 2,600-square-foot single-family home.
 
My first thought was: What is her thermostat set at? My home is one-third (1/3) the size of hers, yet my bill is a mere one-sixth (1/6). On top of that, I also live in northeastern South Dakota where negative temperatures are a normal occurrence, not a rare one. 
 
Klossner uses a mix of electric and gas to heat her home (as do I), with a furnace that runs on electric and a water tank and stove that run on natural gas. In my case, the furnace and water heater are gas and the stove is electric. Her bill was about $100 more than her bill from the same time last year; and $300 more than her bill two years ago.
 
As millions of Americans suffered through the coldest invasion of Arctic air in the last four years, now comes the shock of high utility bills as furnaces and electric heaters run almost non-stop. Multiple rounds of bone-chilling cold spread through much of the eastern half of the country in recent weeks. A fierce and deadly winter storm brought snow, ice, and cold with temperatures in the Northeast dipping to the single digits or below 0F, with wind chills as low as -30F due to extreme gusts.
 
Heating costs can vary widely depending on the type of heating source used, and location. Electricity is the most expensive heating source available. Electrifying everything, as the global alarmists are want to do, will only make it pricier. The average heating demand in some regions that dealt with the rare Arctic blasts was estimated to be 115% to 150% above normal. That’s more than double.
 
Electric heating bills during the roughly 25-day cold spell were expected to run hundreds of dollars above normal for some larger households. Overall, heating costs are expected to jump about 9.2% this winter. This is on top of a 41% spike in electricity rates between 2020 and 2025. according to J.D. Power. The rising costs are due to a combination of factors including: the cost of financing power plants, temporarily high natural gas costs, a higher demand for electricity due to electric vehicles and data centers, aging infrastructure, and fewer government giveaways.
 
It’s time to quit glorifying electric cars with their rare-metals dependency, as well as put a stop to data centers raping the electric grid. Life without fossil fuels is still a long way off unless you want to freeze your a$$ off due to high costs and blackouts from a dream-world renewable-only society. Like it or not, fossil fuels are needed to run the modern world. 
 
By the way, Klossner had the temp set at 71F – room temperature. Maybe she should start wearing sweaters and lower the thermostat. 
 
Source used: farmforum.net
 
 
25 - Deportation: The Wrong Way - 2/23/2026
 
Analysis of government records has found that the vast majority of people who entered deportation proceedings for the first time in 2025 had no criminal conviction, contrary to what Trump likes to tell us. 
 
Trump stated that Dept. of Homeland Security and ICE would get rid of “the worst of the worst”. However, those aren’t the only ones being “evicted”. He’s also getting rid of those who have committed no crime other than “being here illegally”, which makes up 77% of those being detained. Yes, these
people should be deported… eventually... maybe. It’s not fair that they get to stay and compete for jobs the same as those who went through the process of arriving legally. However, getting rid of those who work as farm hands, janitors, hotel cleaning staff, and other jobs regular Americans do not want to do… well, it’s just stupid.
 
The analysis is derived via little-known documents known as I-213 forms. Each form represents a person that the administration is attempting to deport. The data contains details of 138,000+ people swept up in the administration’s deportation activities in 2025. The form contains a person’s name, how they entered the country, the number of children and child’s citizenship, and detailed information about the accused person’s criminal history. 
 
Forty percent of those detained did have a criminal charge against them, with 23% having a conviction. Of the 23% with a criminal conviction, nearly half were for traffic violations, or being here illegally. Less than 12% of them (5% overall) had an assault conviction and only ½ % were for homicide. No matter how one wants to make things appear, fact is, overwhelmingly, those targeted for arrest and deportation are not violent criminals.
 
The documents go against what Trump is claiming, according to Phil Neff, research coordinator with the University of Washington’s Center for Human Rights. “It really represents a cross-section of society at large in the United States, of people who have been here for many years and who have close ties to communities.” I agree. I also believe that these immigrants should get to stay, albeit with some type of punishment for evading the system that others lawfully followed.
 
“This is not about removing the worst of the worst,” according to Chris Opila, staff attorney at the American Immigration Council. “Enforcement is about removing whoever they can to feed a quota, regardless of how long these people have been in their communities, regardless of whether they have stable employment, regardless of what their family situation is in the United States. They’ve decided that they need to remove everyone possible.”
 
Sad to say, my former Governor, now DHS secretary, Kristi Noem, first used “worst of the worst” for immigration purposes. Let me assure you, not every South Dakotan is happy with her. South Dakota is an Ag state that needs farm workers. Why she would encourage deportation of immigrant farm hands is mind boggling. 
 
Don’t misunderstand me. The Trump administration has apprehended people with criminal convictions, as they should. However, those fitting that description are the extreme minority.
 
Source used: The Guardian
 
 
26 - States Sue Trump Over Vaccine Advice – 2/27/2026
 
More than a dozen states sued the Trump administration over its rollback of vaccine recommendations, calling them an illegal threat to the public health of children. According to Arizona, California, and others, the new recommendations ignore longstanding medical guidance and will make states have to spend more to protect against outbreaks.
 
Let me point out a key word in those two sentences... recommendations. Not rules, laws, or musts – but recommendations. Apparently these state’s Attorneys General believe their citizens too stupid to follow personal common sense, as opposed to a generalized recommendation not from their own doctor. The citizens should be offended.
 
The states argue the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) puts lives at risk by not recommending all children get immunized against the flu, rotavirus, hepatitis A, hepatitis B, some forms of meningitis and RSV. I disagree. I’ve never received any of those immunizations when I was a child. I’m still here. In fact, every time I received the flu shot as an adult, I came down with the flu. As a result, I quit getting them. I rarely catch the flu. When I do, I just feel blah for three days.
 
I recently wrote a blog on measles. While the disease certainly isn’t pleasant, and I certainly don’t wish it upon anyone, deaths are rare - especially when getting immediate medical care. Crying “lives at risk” over every vaccine is akin to crying wolf. Every parent should be free to choice.
 
In addition, if the suing states are so concerned about the health of children – which they’re not, they only care about their budget – have they not heard about something called the Tenth Amendment? This gives the states the rights to do just about whatever they want if it doesn’t violate the federal constitution. States are certainly permitted to put out their own set of, I repeat... recommendations!
 
Medical experts were critical of the new federal guidelines, which advised vaccines only for certain groups deemed high risk, or when doctors recommend them in what’s called “shared decision-making.” Could it be that the medical experts were upset only because they depend on vaccinations as part of their livelihood? Always follow the money. Most people will never get what vaccines prevent. It’s to the medical industry’s benefit to use potential calamity to scare you. Then should you suffer, it’s in their best interest to scare you into endless dependence. They sound like politicians.
 
Governments should not be involved in the medical industry. Nor should they be financial providers of medical care. Such care, and its payments, should only be between you and your doctors, and possibly your private insurer. The only time government should be involved is when doctors and the industry are committing fraudulent practices or intentional abuse of patients.
 
There is good news, though. Referencing the aforementioned Tenth Amendment, the Democratic governors of California, Washington, and Oregon launched an alliance to establish their own vaccine recommendations. Additionally, states, not the federal government, have the authority to require vaccinations for schoolchildren. 
 
So why the lawsuit? As I said… follow the money.
 
Source used: The Guardian
 
 
27 - Cuba and Trump’s Dictatorial Empire – 2/28/2026
 
President Trump suggested the US could carry out a “friendly takeover” of Cuba as tensions between the two countries escalates again. He has cranked up pressure on Cuba’s struggling regime following his illegal kidnapping of Venezuelan president, Nicolás Maduro, in January.
 
His pressure on Cuba also involves violating the libertarian principal of non-aggression. The US has imposed an oil blockade of the island – aided by piracy of its tankers – strangling the island’s beleaguered economy. Most planes can’t refuel and cars are left sitting idle. As I wrote in a previous blog, Cuba’s fuel shortages can affect transportation that brings food or medicine to local markets. Simply put, his megalomanic ways are harming Cuban citizens simply trying to survive, while satisfying his own power-grab. 
 
It’s been widely reported that US officials have met with Raúl Guillermo Rodríguez Castro, the grandson of 94-year-old Raúl Castro, as part of negotiations on opening up the island. Trump said on Friday: “They have no money, they have no anything right now. But they’re talking with us and maybe we’ll have a friendly takeover of Cuba.”
 
It should be pointed out that the only reason they have less than what they had before… is because of the power hungry actions of the US president. Imagine if Russia or China executed a oil blockade of the United States. There would be war. Sadly, Trump is like a bully. He only picks on the little guys he knows he can push around and make suffer. Aggressors and dictators start wars; leaders don’t.
 
When referring to the large Cuban exile community in the US, he suggested a takeover of the island could be “something good … very positive”, saying: “You know, we have people living here that want to go back to Cuba, and they’re very happy with what’s going on.” To me, that hints at wanting to get rid of yet more people ‘not like us’… or even of making it our 52nd state… his want-to-be Greenland being the 51st. 
 
US financial domination of the Cuban economy was one of the main drivers of Fidel Castro’s 1959 revolution. While Cuban president, Miguel Díaz-Canel, previously said that his government is willing to talk, discussions could not involve Cuba’s internal affairs. Talks had to come “from a position of equals, with respect for our sovereignty, our independence, and our self-determination”. In other words, non-aggression.
 
If Trump really wanted to help Cuba, it’s citizens, and make it a nice place for its emigrants to return home to, he’d lift every sanction that has ever been placed on the island. Sixty-seven years of them have been a complete failure. He’d fully open up trade, import cigars and other Cuban products (and impose his idiotic tariffs). The best way to solve immigration issues is to conduct mutually beneficial business with other nations so their citizens don’t determine it necessary to come here. 
 
The libertarian policy of non-aggression means defending our own country from evil invaders, not being the evil invader. Non-aggression involves respecting other countries for being different than us. Shamefully, Trump doesn’t think that way. In fact, as I write this, I discovered he just started bombing Iran.
 
Source used: The Guardian
 
 
28 - Water Bankruptcy: The Ignored Danger – 3/2/2026
 
Water bankruptcy is not the same as a water deficit. It is a chronic condition that develops when a place uses more water than nature can reliably replace, and when the damage to the natural assets that store and filter that water, such as aquifers and wetlands, becomes hard to reverse. Many natural water systems are long past returning to their historical conditions. 
 
Every year, nature gives each region – and Earth in general - a water income, depositing rain and snow. It’s a liquid version of a bank account. If we spend more water each year than what nature deposits, we go broke. There’s also no water-based Federal Reserve to bail us out should we do so.
 
When demand rises, we can borrow from our bank account. We basically steal the share of water needed by nature to do what it does best. That can work for a while, just as debt can finance a wasteful lifestyle for a while. However, the water banks are slowly disappearing. 
 
The world has lost more than 1.5 million square miles of natural wetlands over five decades – an area larger than India. Wetlands don’t just hold water. They also clean it, buffer floods, and support fauna and flora.
 
Water bankruptcy creates hidden costs. Lakes shrink, wells need to go deeper, rivers turn seasonal, and salty water creeps into aquifers near the coast. The ground itself can actually sink. It’s called subsidence. Land holds water like a sponge, but when groundwater continually depletes, the underground structure can collapse – a slow-motion sinkhole. In Mexico City, land is sinking up to 10 inches per year. Once the pores are compacted, there’s no simple refill.
 
Agriculture is the world’s biggest water user, using about 70% of the global freshwater withdrawals. When a region goes water bankrupt, farming becomes more difficult, more expensive, and farmers can lose their livelihood. National security can also be threatened. About 3 billion people, and more than half of global food production, are concentrated in areas where water storage is declining or unstable. That threatens the continuation of food supplies around the world.
 
Nations continue to increase water withdrawals to support the expansion of cities, farmland, industries, and utility-raping data centers. It’s not all done wisely or efficiently.
 
What can be done? We can protect wetlands, restore rivers, rebuild soil health and manage groundwater recharge. We can encourage farmers to transition to less water-intensive crops, and make investments in water efficiency. We can learn to live with nature instead of trying to conquer it.
 
Desalinization is a possibility near coastal areas, but it’s costly. Maybe the simplest thing to do is end unnecessary usage. Water parks and Bellagio-style fountains may be wonderful amenities, but they aren’t necessary. Many of us do conserve, but more need to do so. 
 
The hardest part of water bankruptcy just might be psychological. With water, as with finance, bankruptcy can be a turning point. Humanity can keep spending as if nature offers unlimited credit, which it doesn’t, or it can learn to live within its hydrological means.
 
Source used: The Conversation
 
 
29 - Are Data Centers Good War Targets? - 3/4/2026
 
How numerous have data centers become? They even exist in the Middle East where many Westerners might not expect them to be. Three such data centers, two in United Arab Emirates and one in Bahrain, owed by Amazon Web Services, were hit by Iranian drone strikes. Such strikes show their vulnerability when it comes to political conflicts between opposing nations.
 
The company’s cloud computing division, Amazon Web Services, stated, “These strikes have caused structural damage, disrupted power delivery to our infrastructure, and in some cases required fire suppression activities that resulted in additional water damage.” Unlike previous AWS disruptions involving software that resulted in widespread global outages, these attacks involved physical damage to the facilities. AWS claims only localized and limited disruption.
 
Amazon Web Services hosts many of the world’s most-used online services, providing behind-the-scenes cloud computing infrastructure to many government departments, universities and businesses. Therein, lies yet another issue that we should be concerned about. Attacks on data centers could wreck havoc with operations, both government and corporate, that find it necessary to store everything on the cloud. Readers of my blog should know I’m not a fan of cloud storage.
 
“Amazon has generally configured its services so that the loss of a single data center would be relatively unimportant to its operations,” said Mike Chapple, an IT professor at Mendoza College of Business. He emphasized that other data centers in the same zone can take over, and most of the time this happens seamlessly. 
 
On the other hand, “That said, the loss of multiple data centers within an availability zone could cause serious issues, as things could reach a point where there simply isn’t enough remaining capacity to handle all the work.” 
 
As I implied above, that’s something we should be concerned about. Governments rely on the cloud. Hospitals rely on the cloud, as well as large companies including grocers, payment services, and banking institutions. Let’s not forget our social media accounts where too many of us get our unreliable news from. 
 
Companies include: Apple, Capitol One, Comcast, Johnson & Johnson, Moderna, Netflix, Notre Dame, Salesforce, State Farm, Toyota, Verizon, and others. As we become more dependent on ‘the machines”, we also become less capable should those machines break down. 
 
Amazon doesn’t typically disclose the exact number of data centers it operates around the world. It does state that its data centers are clustered in 39 geographic regions, with three such regions in the Middle East (United Arab Emirates, Bahrain and Israel). AWS says its data centers have redundant water, power, telecom, and internet connections “so we can maintain continuous operations in an emergency.” I’m not sure I believe the redundancy argument, but I’ll give them the benefit of the doubt… for now.
 
AWS has physical security, including security guards, fences, video surveillance and alarm systems, which are designed to keep out intruders. Missile attacks, though, are a different story. Attacks are a reminder that cloud computing requires large, hard-to-hide ground-based physical facilities, making them vulnerable to all sorts of disaster scenarios. Quality security requires your own in-house backup plan.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
30 - Spain Not Backing US Attack on Iran - 3/5/2026
 
As I write this, Spain’s Prime Minister, Pedro Sánchez, continues to defy Trump’s desire to use the country’s joint military bases, and criticizes the U.S. and Israel’s military actions in Iran. By the time you read this, that may have changed. Hopefully, it doesn’t.
 
According to Sanchez, “We are not going to be complicit in something that is bad for the world and is also contrary to our values and interests, just out of fear of reprisals from someone.” Good! 
 
I also oppose this war. I don’t want my taxes to pay for the deaths of innocent lives. America’s military industrial complex likes its citizens to cower in fear of a potential, and extremely unlikely, nuclear attack as an excuse to spend and spend and keep military jobs alive. War means profits.
 
Dictators don’t get to be dictators by being stupid. Nuclear weapons are a mutual destruction defense policy. It’s guarantees another country won’t nuke yours. I find it hard to believe that a suicide-thinking dictator would have the only code to set off nuclear destruction. Retaliation for cutting off someone’s head doesn’t even come close to the wide-spread retaliation for nuking another country. Even extremists have families.
 
Trump also uses Iran’s recent violation of human rights to attack. Where were human rights claims when he bombed supposed drug boats out of international waters? There was no capture, there was no waiting until the boats hit U.S. waters, and there was no due process via trial by jury. We all know what the drug boat killings were.
 
Following Sanchez’s refusal, President Trump then attempted to bully Spain into letting the U.S. use the country’s joint military bases in its attacks on Iran. The threats came in the form of ending U.S. trade with Spain. It’s not clear how Trump would cut off trade with Spain, though. The EU negotiates trade on behalf of all its 27 member states.
 
 U.S. Treasury Secretary, Scott Bessent, said Spain’s refusal to allow the U.S. to use its bases endangered American lives, and claimed that anything that slows down our ability to engage and prosecute this war in the fastest, most effective manner puts American lives at risk. Excuse me! Trump has endangered American lives by sending our volunteer military into an unnecessary war. Those who may die knew what they were getting into when they signed up to serve.
 
Sánchez has called the U.S. and Israeli attacks on Iran an “unjustifiable” and “dangerous” military intervention. I agree. No sovereign country should attack another sovereign country unless attacked first. That, however, doesn’t stop Trump, who even threatened to land at the bases against opposition. Once again, the man who calls out dictators acts like one himself.
 
Sánchez expressed concern that the attacks on Iran could lead to another costly military quagmire in the Middle East, similar to the past American interventions in Iraq and Afghanistan. “In short, the position of the government of Spain can be summarized in four words. No to the war.”
 
Thank you, Spain. Stay strong. Many Americans also oppose American military intervention in Iran.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
31 - High Auto Insurance? Here’s Why! – 3/6/2026
 
Unless you’re new to owning and driving a vehicle, you’ve probably seen your insurance rates skyrocket in recent years. According to the Bureau of Labor Statistics’ Consumer Price Index, motor vehicle insurance rose 5.3 percent in the last July through June period.
 
There are two reasons for this suddenly accelerated pace. Government and technology. Perhaps more accurately, government’s insistence on mandating technology. Tech is being integrated into new cars at a pace faster than in previous decades. While making cars safer, it also makes them exceedingly more expensive. Fifty years ago the average price of a new car hovered around $5,000. According to Kelley Blue Book, the average car price for a new vehicle in August 2025 was $49,077 – almost twice the rate of overall inflation.
 
With that tech comes rising labor costs for diagnosing and repairing crashed vehicles, according to Aaron Gregg, AAA insurance agent in New Jersey. For instance, rock damage to a 2025 Honda Odyssey windshield will require an authorized dealership to replace and calibrate the car’s computer system for the head-up display, which projects driver information directly onto the windshield. The cost can be $2,000.
 
Front and rear bumpers may have lane-departure or driver-assist sensors integrated into them. One sensor damaged in a minor accident can cost up to $3,000 to replace and reconfigure into the car’s computer system. Personally, I wouldn’t replace any sensor barring the state making it mandatory. Dependence on them compromises our attention to the road allowing further distractions. Entire headlight units now need replaced instead of a simple bulb; that can be over $500 compared to $20.
 
There’s also collision warning sensors, emergency braking sensors, blind spot warning sensors, and rear cross traffic sensors for backing out of parking spaces. For the record, proper safety involves backing into a space so one can pull straight out instead backing out.
 
Lastly, let’s not forget about the EV movement. EVs cost more to make, the tires are more expensive, and a damage to a full battery pack can cost $12-25k depending on the model. Some insurance companies haven’t even fully integrated EV repairs into their rates. It’s another reason I’ll never own one. Sadly, even if one buys a low-end vehicle to save money, other’s choice of pricier vehicles will still affect your rates to some extent. Not all accidents involved damage to only your car.
 
The usual factors can’t be helped. Credit scores (which should be banned), marital status, age and gender play a role in determining premiums. Even your ZIP code can play a role: local accident rates, thefts, and weather damage are used when setting rates. Younger and older drivers pay more due to lack of experience and mental decline, respectively. 
 
What can you do? Buy a lower-end vehicle with limited gadgets – it’s a car, not a living room. You’re driving, not watching a movie. Bundle coverage with other insurance at the same insurer if possible. Increase your deductible. A lot of people want full coverage, but the more out-of-pocket you can pay, the better. Most important, limit claims by driving safely.
 
Source used: Claire Vath of AAA
 
 
32 - Bombing Iran vs Not Bombing Iran – 3/7/2026
 
"Something had to be done, and it's been 47 years. They've been killing people all over the world for a long time. They were the kings and fathers of the roadside bomb." — President Trump during a bilateral meeting with German Chancellor Friedrich Merz on March 3
 
This hypocritical remark comes from a president who has had at least 148 people killed in drug boat attacks. Those killed were in international waters, not U.S. waters. They weren’t arrested nor given any trial for alleged crimes. This is also a president who has done nothing to stop the killings of Palestinians or Ukrainians. 
 
"If we don't stop them or if we didn't stop them or if we didn't start — they've been decimated — but if we didn't do what we're doing right now, you would have had a nuclear war and they would have taken out many countries." — President Trump during a bilateral meeting with German Chancellor Friedrich Merz on March 3
 
It’s easy to use fear as a motivator for war. Personally, I don’t buy into the nuclear fear. Mutual mass destruction is what prevents mutual mass destruction. I don’t believe dictators are even crazy enough to launch nuclear weapons at other countries due to retaliation on a huge scale. Consider Putin’s ego. I also doubt there’s a nuclear arsenal that doesn’t require multiple persons entering codes to set off such weapons.
 
"The regime already had missiles capable of hitting Europe and our bases, both local and overseas, and would soon have had missiles capable of reaching our beautiful America." — President Trump defending the U.S. military operation on March 2 before awarding the Medal of Honor to three soldiers
 
Allegedly, there is no intel that suggests hitting sites in the U.S. is the case. Even if it were, again, dictators aren’t stupid. The first launched missile would incur the wrath of what we are seeing now. Nations that commit first strikes are the dictators, not defenders. The fear of “all it takes is one” makes a perfect excuse to attack anyone for any reason. Imagine if your neighbor used that excuse because he feared you were a lunatic capable of horrific actions.
 
"The president made the very wise decision. We knew that there was going to be an Israeli action. We knew that that would precipitate an attack against American forces, and we knew that if we didn't preemptively go after them before they launched those attacks, we would suffer higher casualties." — Secretary of State Marco Rubio to reporters on Capitol Hill on March 2
 
I would argue we shouldn’t even have forces in the Middle East. I want a military that defends America, and its immediate neighboring countries, not the entire world. What God ordained the U.S. as the world’s police force? If other Arab countries can’t contain a rogue nation, that’s their problem. It shouldn’t be ours. Why do we kiss Netanyahu’s a** every time he bends over?
 
War isn’t about morality. It’s about using fear to engorge the pockets of those who make money via war and intentional death. That’s why world peace will never exist.
 
 
33 - The Middle East Conflict: v2026 – 3/9/2026
 
If you’re hoping oil prices will stop their rise following the attacks on Iran by the U.S. and Israel, don’t hold your breath. Israel targeted Iran's oil facilities early Sunday. This appears to be the first time Israel has targeted a civilian oil facility in Iran. An Iranian news agency reported at least four tanker drivers were killed. Tehran responded to attacks on its infrastructure by targeting that of its regional neighbors, hitting a desalination plant in Bahrain. Iran's foreign minister then claimed a U.S. airstrike damaged an Iranian desalination plant for the first time.
 
The Israeli military says Iran made frequent use of that oil storage facility in Tehran to operate military infrastructure. Even if one gives Israel the benefit of the doubt, rather than being a false claim just to bomb an oil facility, this means less oil in the world market, which will further raise prices. As for the desalination plants, could both sides please avoid bombing water facilities? Civilians don’t want a war, but they do want their water.  
 
In addition, Iranian state media reported officials were close to announcing a successor for Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, who was killed at the start of the war. However, Israel's military tweeted a warning in Farsi, saying Iran was trying to rebuild itself and select a new leader, and that the Israeli Defense Force vowed it would "pursue every successor and every person who seeks to appoint a successor." That’s rather dictatorial and lacking peace-seeking diplomacy.
 
Anyone who thinks this will be over quickly is fooling themselves. Wars in the Middle East don’t last for weeks – they last for months or years. Today’s 40-somethings have had to put up with the housing bubble collapse in ‘08, then Covid in ‘20, and now yet another unnecessary war in the Middle East. No wonder they feel like the first generation in a long time that will be less successful than their parents. Greed and idiot politics don’t offer them a chance.
 
The attacks on energy and water infrastructure are a significant escalation in the war. The region depends on desalinated sea water for drinking water. And much of the world relies on oil from the Gulf.
 
Iran's Assembly of Experts, tasked with appointing a successor, have allegedly reached a majority consensus. As I write this, no name has been given, but should it be Khamenei’s son, we can fully expect Israel and the U.S. to denounce it. Netanyahu said in a press conference he seeks to "destabilize the regime and enable change." Yeah, good luck with that. Anyone with a modicum of common sense knows that isn’t going to happen… or if it does, will only be short-lived.
 
China's foreign minister, Wang Yi, said armed conflict in the Middle East will only breed hatred. He called for a ceasefire, while also offering to mediate in the conflict. At least some people understand human behavior if U.S. leaders do not. Well, they do; they just don’t care. They’re self-aggrandizing puppets for the financial industry and the military industrial complex which profit off of never-ending conflicts.
 
Source used: NPR
 
 
34 - Gun Rights Restoration for Some Felonies - 3/12/2026
 
The Trump administration restored the gun rights to 22 people who were denied them due to felonies, indictments or other convictions. To some, this may initially sound like the wrong thing to do. However, none of the 22 were convicted of a felony involving violence. 
 
In one notable case, the Justice Department restored the rights of Jake Hoffman, an Arizona state senator who was charged in the state’s “fake elector scheme” in 2020. Trump had already pardoned Hoffman for any federal charges, but since he's facing a state indictment in Arizona, he's federally prohibited from buying new firearms. Yes, that sounds like political favoritism, but in this case, it was the right thing to do. Felony rules in this country need to be revisited. There are too many unfair limitations. South Dakota just made it a felony, rather than a misdemeanor, to interrupt religious services. Disrupting church, while extremely rude, should not deny someone their right to self-defense.
 
Federal law generally prohibits felons from possessing guns. It can also block gun sales to those convicted of misdemeanor domestic violence, which brings up the question: What exactly defines misdemeanor domestic violence? A slap? A punch? A series of punches? I certainly don’t condone initiating any violence, but most people who punch another person would completely draw the line long before gun violence.
 
A lifelong ban is intolerable for a non-violent felony, and even for low levels of violence. People make mistakes. A slap or a fist fight should not result in a lifelong ban. Murder should… as should beating someone to the point of near death or necessary in-patient hospitalization.
 
Naturally, there are opponents. “Who are these people, and why are their rights to purchase deadly weapons being restored? The Trump administration once again believes itself above the law and is sloppily restoring gun rights to people without finishing the rule making process,” said Kris Brown, president of Brady, a gun control group.
 
These are who these people are. A Philadelphia man convicted of bribery in 2005. A Florida man convicted of narcotic possession in 2001. Another Pennsylvania man who was convicted of tax fraud in 2013. These are people who have committed not a single violent act… against anyone. Gun-rights never should have been denied to them.
 
Kris Brown is an obvious anti-gun zealot. There’s a thing called the Constitution. It guarantees us the right to bear arms and not be subject to cruel and unusual punishment. Taking away gun rights from someone never convicted of a violent crime is not proper punishment; it’s rights-abusing punishment. No different than denying someone the right to free speech, which Kris Brown relies on.
 
The department said it needs a more robust system after the Supreme Court’s 2022 Bruen decision. That decision led to more challenges to laws that prohibit felons from owning guns. That case ruled the Second Amendment protects an individual's right to carry a loaded handgun in public, addressed laws prohibiting certain firearms, bans for individuals, and gun restrictions in sensitive locations.
 
It’s simple. No violence… no ban!
 
Source used: John Heasly
 
 
35  - Iranian Citizen Response – 3/17/2026
 
Years of arrests, disappearances, and mass killings of protesters were somewhat common in Iran. Hatred for the oppressive regime had caused such a desperation, that many believed in Trump’s coming to the rescue. Then reality set in.
 
US and Israeli airstrikes have killed hundreds as they hit residential blocks, shops, fuel depots and even a school. Even if all strikes are not intentional, every war, and every attack, will have collateral damage and unintended consequences. Iranian citizens are now seeing it.
 
Abdul – not his real name – stated, “They are also lying! Like the regime has been lying to us. You are all worse than each other.” He is a student at University of Tehran. He had let himself hope for more from the US and Israel, which on the first day of the war had swiftly killed Iran’s most feared and powerful man, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei.
 
The turning point for Abbul was the Israeli strikes on fuel depots in Tehran last week. A strike on the Shahran oil depot resulted in the sky being filled with black smoke. A rain shower later covered trees, homes, and cars with layers of toxic oil. “If the regime is what you want to hit, even if you think these depots were used by the regime, where do you draw the line? What about us, the ordinary Iranians? We rely on this civil infrastructure. Why take away our ability to govern in the future? Who can rebuild utter ruins?”
 
He fears Iran will turn into another Iraq, a country the US invaded in 2003, promising freedom, but delivering a civil war. Israeli leaders previously encouraged Palestinians in Gaza, and the Lebanese people, to rise up against their oppressors, only to later kill them in large numbers and enact measures akin to starvation. “My heart is so heavy. I don’t even have tears left. Only anger and more anger. At this regime, and them,” referring to the U.S. and Israel. He’s not the only one.
 
Why? Because it’s not just oil depots. The country’s heritage sites, such as Tehran’s Golestan Palace, dating back to the 14th century, and the 17th-century Chehel Sotoon Palace in Isfahan, have been hit. 
 
Another student commented, “And how will we bring back people who are dying?… Is the goal to erase our culture and history?” Yet another student who had hopes, stated, “I want[ed] this regime gone. I asked for help from Trump. When did this plan [to hit military targets] change and why are they hitting our infrastructure?”
 
Many others in the anti-regime movement are hearing reports of newborn babies being killed by the US and Israeli strikes, and conclude simply that now three governments, rather than one, are killing Iranians. Some reports are surely Iranian government/media hyperbole, but collateral damage is always real.
 
If the U.S. and Israel think this is the way to peace, then both are completely ignorant. All that is happening with the attacks is the assurance that the next generation will come to hate America just as much as the last. Lest we forget, children emulate their parents. The cycle rarely ends.
 
Source used: Guardian
 
 
36 – Trump’s Terrible Trade Tariffs 3/19/2026
 
Tariffs at the core of Trump’s economic agenda. However, they have been a huge negative for Jay Allen, and his company, Allen Engineering Corp., maker of industrial equipment used to install, finish and pave concrete. Tariffs have raised the costs of engines, steel, gearboxes and clutches that Allen imports to build power trowels that sell for up to $100,000 each.
Allen’s company is one of the many being negatively affected. Allen ran his company at a loss in 2025 because of tariffs. He’s had to reduce payroll and hike prices by 8% to 10%, risking fewer sales. Despite Trump’s claims of increasing future manufacturing in the U.S., factories continue to shed workers, with 98,000 manufacturing jobs lost during Trump’s first full 12 months back in the White House. 
“It takes time to get production online, and therefore it will be some more time before we fully materialize the benefits of the president’s policies,” said Pierre Yared, acting chairman of the White House Council of Economic Advisers. There is some truth to that; policies do take time for results to show up. 
However, the way tariffs are being implemented makes me leery of any future increases beyond normal growth. Sure, some companies might expand by taking advantage of Trump’s tax breaks on investments in equipment and new buildings, but I don’t foresee many companies deciding to move factories, or build additional ones, in the United States.
Allen Engineering imports its 75-horsepower diesel engines from Germany. Building them in the United States would require a $20 million investment — a huge risk if the status of tariffs is unclear. Therein, lies the problem. Tariffs have been like a prize wheel at the county fair. They change from month to month, country to country, and rate by rate, all depending on Trump’s dictatorial mood of the day. There’s no semblance of consistency for companies to rely on.
“Are engine-makers going to spend that kind of money to move production from Germany to the U.S. when they don’t know what the landscape is going to be in three years?” Allen asked. As a former businessman, Trump should know that the answer for most will be, “No!”
About 98% of U.S. manufacturing establishments have fewer than 200 workers, according to Census Bureau data. They don’t have the necessary lobbying power of the big boys like Apple, General Motors, and Ford do. The Association of Equipment Manufacturers has advocated for tax credits to offset the expense of tariffs. They also called for tariff relief on raw materials, parts and components that cannot be acquired domestically at scale. The raw materials factor is something I have advocated since the tariff circus commenced.
 
37 - Union Tech Strike at Navy Shipbuilder – 3/25/2026
A few weeks ago, U.S. Defense Secretary, Pete Hegseth, made a morale-boosting appearance at General Dynamics Bath Iron Works (Maine), expressing the need to boost defense manufacturing, of which the historical shipyard is a part of. So what did the union of designers, engineers, clerks, and technicians do? They went on strike.
 
Generally, I’m not a fan of unions. Why I am not is another blog for another time. However, this particular strike was brilliant on their part. We have an constitutionally undeclared war going on in Iran and the Defense Secretary pleads how we allegedly need to boost defense spending. There couldn’t be a more opportune time to go on strike. Your product is wanted, it’s wanted soon, and your company was just bragged up and put into the spotlight. It’s brilliant. The Bath Marine Draftsmen’s Association is a lot smarter than most other unions, especially those who go on strike when demand for their products are becoming outdated.
 
The union accuses the shipyard of not addressing the members’ concerns about wages, insurance coverage and retirement income security. However, David Hench, a company spokesperson, stated the company’s proposal includes “historic annual wage increases” of 10.1% in the first year followed by 4% in each of the following three years. I’d be happy with that. That’s a 24% increase in four years. (The source article didn’t mention insurance or retirement plan offers.)
 
Union president, Trent Vellella, stated, “We had hoped the company took to heart the statements made by Secretary Hegseth here at GD BIW on February 9th because, our membership certainly did.” He also claimed the company “continues to make record profits off our labor.” Despite the brilliant timing of the strike, let me remind all union workers... if it weren’t for profits, the company wouldn’t exist, and workers wouldn’t have their existing job. As I always state, if you don’t like your job and/or your pay, you can always quit. Whether you quit or die, a new hire is just around the corner.
 
Business operations will continue during the strike through the use of salaried personnel, subcontractors, and employees who elect to come to work, according to the shipyard’s website. The total workforce is about 6,800 people, or about 10x the number of workers represented by the strike. There was no word on whether production would be slowed down; I suspect that would depend on whether any on-the-spot tech issues need to be addressed.
 
Bath Iron Works is a major shipbuilder for the Navy and was awarded a multiyear contract in 2023 to build several Arleigh Burke-class destroyers - a guided missile destroyer that Navy officials have described as the “backbone of the Navy’s surface fleet.” The Navy exercised an option last year to add an additional destroyer to the contract. As I stated, perfect timing.
 
Apparently negotiations started about a week before Hegseth made his appearance, which begs the question, “A greedy union taking advantage of timing… or a devious appearance (using naval importance) to increase the pay of a military industrial complex sector?”
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
38 - Pros and Cons of SAVE Act(s) – 3/25/2026
Republican lawmakers at the federal level continue to push for some version of the SAVE Act. Such proposals have been called “show your papers for voting” by its opponents. Most proposals would require a more formal version of ID, such as birth certificate, or passport which requires a birth certificate. The left has accused the GOP of undermining Americans’ freedom to vote. 
 
Allegedly, more than 21 million Americans lack ready access to those documents. Half of Americans don’t have a passport, and millions lack access to a paper copy of their birth certificate. The left claims such requirements would disenfranchise Americans of all ages and races, especially younger voters and those of color. I disagree.
 
According to the American Bar Association, everyone born in a hospital has been issued a birth certificate for decades. Everyone is required to show one when applying for a social security number, a passport, a driver’s license, initially enroll in a school, and even some jobs. How does this burden the young or those of color as opposed to others? It could, however, burden the millions of women whose married names aren’t on their birth certificates, meaning a copy of various marriage licenses could be required.
 
I also disagree with the argument it could put a burden on state and local election officials or expose them to significant legal risk. To the best of my knowledge, election officials are temporary government employees. One generally sues the company, not the employee, barring intentional malfeasance in a death or lifelong injury. Then again, we are a “sue-happy” nation.
 
One new SAVE Act bill directs states to hand over their voter rolls to the Department of Homeland Security. In the case of a federal election, yes, the federal government should have access. However, it shouldn’t be DHS, who may use it for Trump’s ill-enforced deportation fiasco.
 
One bill would also require a narrow list of photo ID. Student ID’s would be excluded, as would tribal IDs that have expired. Supposedly most tribal IDs don’t even have expiration dates. Besides, how does an expiration date change who you are? It’s nonsense. It would even require voters in some states to show their passport or birth certificate each time they voted. More nonsense. 
 
Another bill would have also mandated proof of residence. That’s irrelevant for a presidential election, but understandable for congressional seats. Since most people who move from one place to another usually do so over short distances, this seems more like a state issue for verifying which district one may vote in.
 
While arguably good intentioned to make sure only American citizens vote, fact is very few non-citizens vote. Even in Republican states such as Louisiana and Utah, the rarity of such votes have been confirmed. 
 
Sometimes simple is best. Birth certificates are ubiquitous in today’s world; require one for a driver’s license or comparable photo ID. For those born outside the U.S., require a Certificate of Naturalization. Make it once and done, never again, barring some unusual circumstance such a long expired ID to the point one’s looks have completely changed.
 
Source used: Brennan Center
 
39 - Sobriety Checkpoints and Legality – 3/27/26
Who could possibly be against sobriety checkpoints? You know, those random police stops where they check every fifth driver or so, tell drivers to crank down the window and then ask them questions to see if they’re driving while intoxicated. We should all want drunk drivers off the road, right? The obvious answer is yes. But… there’s a personal privacy problem. 
 
First, some facts. In South Dakota, sobriety checkpoints take place statewide every month, hitting approximately 15 counties, allegedly as a gentle reminder imploring motorists to make ‘responsible choices’. Harmless? Right? No one wants to die at the hands of a drunk driver. But just how effective are they? 
 
In my state, the most populated counties are usually targeted, those being Codington, Brookings, Lincoln, Meade, Minnehaha and Pennington counties. For a sample look at effectiveness, let’s look at Minnehaha County, home of Sioux Falls, with close to a quarter million residents.
 
In 2025, the county was subject to six sobriety checkpoints. The number of vehicles stopped totaled 415. Of those, only 32 ended up being subject to a breathalyzer test, and of those, only two (2) DUI arrests were issued. Doing the simple math, less than 8% were tested, and less than ½ of 1% were actually arrested for DUI.
 
To someone, such as myself, with a math inclined brain and math-oriented way of thinking, this seems like a complete waste of taxpayer funding. However, many laws tend to be created and enforced due to emotions, not numerical logic. 
 
Yearly alcohol-related crashes - and deaths from such - vary widely in South Dakota. Deaths have ranged from 28-58 since 2017, while crashes generally hover between 5-6% of all crashes. More people actually die from alcohol poisoning (24% of alcohol related deaths) than from alcohol related crashes (19%). Granted, alcohol poisonings don’t take innocent people with them. 
 
Those are the numbers, but what about the legality? Supreme Courts have determined repeatedly that sobriety checkpoints are perfectly legal - despite the Fourth Amendment - in the name of safety (i.e., emotions). Authorities are supposed to have reasonable suspicion before invading one’s privacy. Sobriety checkpoints completely ignore that right. A better way to catch drunk drivers would be for police to sit outside a bar, wait until an obviously inebriated person stumbles out, then see if they sit behind the driver’s seat. If they do, wait until they take off, follow them, look for signs of reckless driving (remember, reasonable suspicion supposedly required), then pull them over. Then test and arrest if need be.
 
Almost certainly, such actions would result in a better arrest rate than the less than ½ of 1% that Minnehaha County sobriety checkpoints achieved. It also wouldn’t require the time-consuming harassment of innocent individuals just trying to drive home from a shopping spree at the mall or bingo night at the church.
 
For all those emotional people crying, “Wait till someone you love dies in an alcohol-related crash”, let it be known, I have. A good neighbor (who became a good personal friend) was killed by a drunk driver. However, there’s more effective ways than checkpoints.
 
Source used: farmforum.net
 
 
40 -  Birthright Citizenship – 3/31/26
 
The Supreme Court is about to hear arguments as to whether all children born in the United States can continue to automatically receive citizenship. The quick answer, based on the 14th Amendment to the Constitution, would be “Yes!” Theoretically, such status could not change without a new Amendment to further define citizenship – a rather difficult task to accomplish. So why the debate? 
 
First, the Constitution: "All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside." It was passed in 1868 with the intent to protect recently freed slaves - those who were already here, but treated like property.
 
On the other hand, it’s quite easy to argue that automatic citizenship has been abused by those who come here illegally, simply by using their children as a link for themselves. That possible link doesn’t exist in most countries as only about three dozen countries around the world, mostly in the Western Hemisphere, offer automatic birthright citizenship. 
 
Such rights were based in colonialism, something empire builders used when taking over territories not belonging to them. By invading via “mass birth”, one gains more power in the new territory. However, what one uses for their own gain, can also be used against them by those looking to do the same. As a former Pennsylvanian, their political atmosphere changed by the sudden influx of out-of-staters?
 
Ireland eliminated birthright citizenship in 2005 after 80% of voters rejected it. The United Kingdom, Australia, New Zealand, India and Pakistan have also done away with it. Most countries now use “right of blood” rather than “right of soil” to recognize citizenship, basically meaning one’s parents need to have gained citizenship first.
 
Polls vary widely, often based on how the citizenship questions are asked. Generally, most favor citizenship for children born to parents who came here legally, but numbers drop quickly for children born of those who came here illegally. About 90% and 50%, respectively. Older people and those who lean to the political right tend to want to redefine citizenship more than others. Race also plays a role with “minorities” more in favor of keeping the status quo. Another factor was generational. Two-thirds of second-generation Americans were in favor of birthright citizenship but only 45% of those who are third generation or higher were.
 
However, the United States doesn’t rule by polls. Or at least, it’s not suppose to. The Constitution is the supreme rule of the land. It grants birthright citizenship. Barring a difficult-to-pass new Amendment, the Supreme Court needs to stand by that. However, such citizenship should not be extended to the parents or others who simply gave birth by intentionally using the child as a foundation for themselves.
 
If we had a government that encouraged self-reliance and limited its socialistic welfare policies, this probably wouldn’t be an issue. Throw in any sort of income redistribution via unavoidable taxes, and suddenly anything can be a problem. Like all politics, all one needs to do is find out who’s receiving, and who’s paying for those receiving.
 
Source used: National Public Radio
 
 
41 - Idaho Gets Privacy Rights Right… Maybe – 4/2/26
 
In my blogs, I usually talk about how governments get things wrong. Here’s a story where government gets things correct… at least in Idaho… well, somewhat.
 
Governor, Brad Little, signed bill S.1326 this week. The bill is a major step toward restoring protections for the state’s landowners. The first-of-its kind law prohibits most (I feel the need to emphasize “most”) government agents from entering any private land that is closed to the public without a warrant, consent, or a recognized emergency. Unlike most bills, there was strong bipartisan support. The only thing that leaves me somewhat leery… is how “recognized emergency” might be determined. To me, that should be defined as imminent threat of death or threat of great harm.
 
Alasdair Whitney, Legislative Counsel for the Institute for Justice (IJ) stated, “Private land is exactly that; it’s private. It should not be treated as open territory for warrantless searches. Idaho has made it clear that if the government wants to step onto private land to investigate or search for wrongdoing, it must first go to a judge and show probable cause. This law protects law-abiding landowners while preserving law enforcement’s ability to do its job the right way.”
 
Prior to such a bill, government agents, basically everywhere, were able to come onto private land under the “open fields doctrine,” - something I wrote about in a deportation blog. That doctrine was rooted to the age of Prohibition. During those times, government agents could legally invade private land looking for illicit alcohol and stills. In Hester v. United States, federal agents were permitted to hide on someone’s private land to see if they were selling alcohol and give chase when they saw a person hand someone a bottle. Despite the obvious wording of the Fourth Amendment, the Supreme Court at the time, opined that privacy did not apply to private land because the Amendment refers to ‘persons, houses, papers, and effects.’ They did not consider private land to be ‘effects’. That one case, almost overnight in government terms, eliminated all protections for most privately-owned land in the United States.  
 
Thankfully, Idaho has taken steps to allegedly correct this injustice. Sadly, though, there are some caveats that don’t give the bill a lot of strength, such as:
 
1871-06 “(6) The penalties provided in this section shall not be applicable to any county sheriff or deputies, municipal police officers, or Idaho state police” and…
 
1872-08 “(6) [It doesn’t] Limit lawful aerial observation conducted in compliance with section 21-213” and… a whole host of other legitimate reasons that could falsely be used to invade privacy.
 
So while the Idaho Governor signed a feel good bill, supposedly correcting an injustice, it doesn’t mean its citizens are as fully protected as they should be. Nor are other states’ citizens protected. Hester vs. United States still exists for federal agents and other states’ government agents. However, if one state can make minor fixes, so can others. Privacy rights will never be as strong as our forefathers intended, but every little step in protection helps citizens against injustice.
 
Source used: Institute for Justice
 
 
42 - Tariffs: One Year Later – 4/4/26
 
A year ago, President Trump implemented a circus of tariffs, via executive orders, that he promised would bring back manufacturing jobs, and that “factories will come roaring back into our country." So, twelve months later, what are the results?
 
It depends on one’s perspective, but safe to say, “roaring back” isn’t in any of them. From April 2025 to February 2026, the U.S. lost 89,000 such jobs (or 7/10th of 1% of manufacturing jobs), according to the Bureau of Labor Statistics. That's an average of about 9,000 jobs lost per month. However, one must also take note that an average of 9,600 manufacturing jobs were lost each month from 2023 to 2025 under Biden. Hence, we’re losing manufacturing jobs at slightly lower pace.
 
Fact is, America has been losing manufacturing jobs since 1979, when we had close to 20 million jobs in the industry. We’re now standing at 12.8 million jobs after a low of 11.5 million in 2010. As a percentage of the work force, manufacturing has dropped from 22% in 1979 to just over 8% today. In the late-1940’s, it was over 40%. This has been a decades-long issue. 
 
Technological innovation, and now AI (which Trump loves), has played a roll in the loss of many of these jobs. It’s not just due to the outsourcing of jobs to other countries with penny-on-the-dollar labor costs -  which Trump likes to blame. Hypocrisy?
 
Many manufacturers warned that job losses would happen after Trump announced his tariff agenda. Last July, automakers cited tariffs as responsible for 4,975 job cuts. Later, John Deere laid off 238 workers across three of its plants, after the firm reported its "operating profit decreased due to higher tariffs." To be fair, John Deere was laying off numerous workers prior to tariffs and also shipping some jobs to Mexico.
 
Readers of my blogs should know I prefer tariffs (which are somewhat avoidable) to other forms of taxation which are mostly unavoidable. However, I believe tariffs should be used to level the playing field for American manufacturers, not as an insane plethora of revenue enhancers. Nor should they be imposed on things that can’t be produced here in bulk.
 
Iron, steel, and aluminum manufacturing is a necessity. These materials are used in products such as household appliances, generators, cars, and batteries – things most of us can’t live without. We need the free flow of materials to keep us going. However, guaranteed access to such materials in a world ruled by opposing political wills is also important. If tariffs encourage domestic production, bring them on… but in a fair way, not a protectionist way. 
 
Two of my first three jobs were at a shoe manufacturer. Few shoes are manufactured in America today. China produces 61% of all footwear. They could bring us to our knees by refusing to sell us shoes for our feet. Why would any country want to depend on another country for 61% of anything, especially a necessity such as clothing?
 
I don’t like tariffs, but I don’t hate them, either. They’re a necessity that needs to be implemented wisely.
 
Source used: Reason
 
 
43 - Judges: By Election or Appointment? - 4/6/2026
 
It’s a simple question. Should Supreme Court judges, or any other high-position judge, be elected or appointed? In Wisconsin, voters will choose (on April 7) a new state Supreme Court justice in an election that will either maintain or expand the court’s liberal majority. Even if one supports election of judges, I have an additional issue with this election.
 
Why is the election for something as important as a judge, taking place during a primary, not the general election? Not nearly as many people show up for primary elections as they do for general elections. Depending on one’s state of residency and party rules, independents can’t even vote in a primary except for special ballot issues. Judges are the final voice in how our country is run and are entrusted to keep legislators from abusing our rights. Therefore, as many people as possible should be participating.
 
Appeals Court judges, Chris Taylor and Maria Lazar, are running to replace retiring Justice, Rebecca Bradley. Taylor is a former Democratic state representative with endorsements from the court’s four existing liberal justices. Lazar was assistant state Attorney General under former Governor, Scott Walker. Her endorsement includes conservative Justice, Annette Ziegler, who announced she will not seek a third term in 2027. Endorsements by existing judges sounds like party politics to me, but what government employee endorsement doesn’t?
 
Personally, I oppose the election of judges. A job of such importance shouldn’t be decided by a popularity contest or a life-long incumbent system. Need proof? Look at America’s largest old-folks home… Congress! Fortunately, Wisconsin bans judges past the age of 70, something that arguably needs to be done for all legislators and judges, and as the last five-plus years has proven, president.
Additionally, Wisconsin Supreme Court candidates must be a licensed lawyer for the five years leading up to the election. At least that keeps celebrities from getting elected.
 
I much prefer my judges, at least at the federal and state level, to be appointed by the legislature. Yes, that too, has its faults, especially in “one-party” legislatures. Ideally, legislatures would be balanced and appointments would need approval with more than a simple majority. That way, at least in theory, we’d get judges whose interpretation of their respective Constitutions would satisfy or anger both sides of the political spectrum equally.
 
My state of South Dakota is somewhat unique, or so I think without looking at every state’s laws. Our Supreme Court justices are initially appointed. After that, they are subject to retention votes by the public (first time after three years, then every eight years afterward). Even that’s not ideal as the legislature is “one-party” and the voting public is also very conservative. However, that’s balanced out somewhat in the fact that each judge has to come from a different region of the state.
 
Elections and appointments both have their faults. Neither is perfect. America is not a true democracy as to avoid mob rule; it’s a democratic Republic. We supposedly trust our elected leaders to make educated decisions, which hopefully... are better than popularity contest results.
 
Source used: Associated Press 
 
 
44 - Is Mexico a US Toxic Dumping Ground? - 4/6/2026
 
One reporter, environmental specialist, Marcos Orellana, is calling Mexico a “toxic crisis” that has become a “garbage sink” in which the US exposes Mexican communities to dangerous pollution. His argument, though, doesn’t make any real or direct connection.
 
Just what does he say after an 11-day investigative mission in Mexico last month? He said he found lax environmental standards and a lack of oversight, which have allowed pollution to accumulate over the years. Lack of oversight in the country would be a Mexico problem, not a United States problem.
 
He also claims, “… adding that imports of hazardous and plastic waste from the United States were worsening the situation.” Sorry, but if Mexico is accepting hazardous and plastic waste from the U.S., that would be an internal Mexico problem. He then goes on to accuse “US over-consumption and economic activity” as making Mexico “a garbage sink.” While I do agree that the United States tends to be over-consumers, that has nothing to do with Mexico being a garbage sink… unless Mexico allows it to be.
 
Orellana stated there were more than 1,000 contaminated locations officially recorded in Mexico’s National Inventory of Contaminated Sites, where diseases such as cancer, and medical events such as miscarriages, were normalized. He cited factories spewing hazardous waste into the Atoyac River in Puebla (nowhere near the U.S.), huge industrial pig farms contaminating drinking water on the Yucatan peninsula (again, nowhere near the U.S.), and a decade-old mining chemical spill that continued to affect health in communities around the Sonora River (closer to the U.S., but nowhere within our borders). He said many of these situations left residents struggling with dire health effects. 
 
He cited the industrial corridor of Tula, in the Mexican state of Hidalgo, where steel plants, cement factories and petrochemical facilities operate near a river polluted by industrial waste and untreated sewage from Mexico City. Neither Hidalgo or Mexico City are near the United States. He also stated that companies are not held responsible for preventing, mitigating and repairing the damage.
 
Government records show the US ships hundreds of thousands of tons of hazardous waste to Mexico each year, including lead-acid car batteries, as well as common scrap such as plastic, paper and metal for recycling. Environmental groups have questioned whether the country is equipped to handle all this without it leading to pollution.
 
Maybe the reporter should acknowledge the fact that none of this is happening at gunpoint. No one is forcing Mexico to take our waste. If Mexico can’t uphold their constitutional guarantee of a healthy living environment, it’s their problem. The author shouldn’t blame the United States for its over- consumption habits.
 
Even President Sheinbaum’s administration has acknowledged that regulatory standards, such as rules for how much pollution factories can emit, are out of date, and have announced plans to strengthen them. Good for her! 
 
I love a good reporter, however, blaming the United States for Mexico’s “garbage dump” status is an insult to the United States, and to Mexico, especially when every example he mentions, originates within Mexico’s own borders.
 
Source used: The Guardian
 
 
45 - Refunds Hide the Pain of Income Tax - 4/10/26
 
For most Americans, getting a refund after filing their taxes feels like a payday rather than the blatant robbery that it is. Few people question automatic tax withholding. After all, it’s hard to miss what you never had. And who doesn’t like a what appears to be a financial windfall every spring?
 
What they fail to see is that it was their money to begin with. It’s money they could have used for gas, groceries, and utilities throughout the year. It’s money “lent” to the government instead of money that you could have earned interest on. It also shows many taxpayer’s financial ineptitude.
 
Automatic withholding began during World War II as a way to fund the war effort, making federal (as well as state and local) income tax collection a virtually invisible process. For those who do pay attention, it’s much easier to accept a modest mugging each week when you know some of it will be returned. But why get mugged in the first place?
 
Prior to 1943, Americans paid their previous year’s income taxes in a lump sum every April 15, or through installments over the following year. That made any tax increase conspicuous and painful. No one likes writing a check for something they never purchased.
 
Income taxes have been a con job from the start. Numerous times prior to 1913, income taxes were ruled unconstitutional, but like many Supreme Courts, it simply took the magical “right group” to overrule all the previous court decisions. When first implemented, it was a very small tax that was paid overwhelmingly by wealthy Americans – a mere 1% on incomes up to $20k (about $67k adjusted for inflation). The top rate was 7% on incomes over $500k, ($16.8 million today).
 
Automatic withholding also makes cutting taxes less visible. After President Trump’s 2017 tax cut, roughly 140 million American households (myself included) paid less in taxes throughout the year. As a result, due to less money being withheld every week, many received smaller refunds than in the past. They noticed and were quite vocal. Despite 80% of taxpayers sending less money to Washington, only 17% thought they’d gotten a tax cut. In other words, most people judged their taxes by the size of their refund (what they could see) vs what they paid in (what is hidden by automatic withdrawals). 
 
Now the IRS is doubling down with their “Direct File Program”, which allows the IRS to calculate your taxes for you. If you’ve ever dealt with the IRS directly, you should know this is not a good idea. You should calculate your own taxes; you have a direct interest in the outcome. If too complicated, you should hire a tax professional; they have an interest in your outcome assuming they want to keep you as a customer. The IRS, on the other hand, has no interest in what you pay - other than how much they can take from you. If they miss a deduction, it’s to their benefit.
 
Automatic withholding will never end, but should. Tax preparation software/preparers may end, but never should.
 
Source used: Cato
 
 
46 -Green Energy and Loss of Farmland - 4/14/26
 
Wayne Greier, an Ohio farmer, ponders over another uncertain season of spring planting. Expenses are up from fertilizer to diesel. He would be worrying less if the solar farm he wanted on his land had come to pass. Local officials blocked it three years ago under a state law that allows counties to block construction of wind and solar farms on land they deem “restricted.” – which brings up the topics of property rights and loss of farmland.
 
I’m a strong supporter of property rights, but I’m also concerned about loss of farmland. Food doesn’t grow at the grocery store; it’s grown on farms. America’s farmland acreage continues to shrink. We’re becoming more dependent on Brazil, not ourselves.
 
In Greir’s case, he was facing heavy medical debt. A solar deal would have netted him about $540k in lease payments every year. When the deal was killed, he had to sell part of his land to stay afloat. “It was our saving grace,” he said. “It wasn’t a scary picture that everybody likes to paint about solar and the loss of farmland.”
 
Or was it? A bucket is drained one drop at a time. Every acre of farmland lost to solar projects is one less acre producing food for people and feed for livestock, or even cotton for clothes. It’s easy to overlook that fact when facing one’s own financial dilemma.
 
On the other hand, every acre of use which is dictated by those who do not own the land, is one less acre in controlling one’s own destiny. Property rights supporters are correct in wanting to reverse local restrictions, even if only for alleged tax benefits and supposed jobs. As I always say, follow the money.
 
Yes, money and jobs are nice, but they don’t mean a whole lot if food prices continue to skyrocket. Everyone is already upset with increasing grocery costs. That will only get worse unless technology continues to allow more food to be grown on less land – which has its own issues. Herbicides, pesticides, and other “cides” which are required for such growth in production, and preservatives to keep them “fresh”, are arguably not good for our health – something else that is in shambles.
 
Greier states, “I was the one that was going to lose the sixth-generation farm. I was the one that couldn’t provide for my family.” I understand his situation. It’s his land, his family, their well-being. Unless there is a direct harm to the community, one should be able to do with one’s land what they want. 
 
Morgan, a nearby resident, has been working to rally support to drop the ban. Though not a farmer or landowner, she supports the aforementioned jobs and tax revenue these projects can bring. “I want them to be in a county that can provide jobs, can provide a good school for [our children].” In other words, she can be bought. People survived for millennia by creating their own jobs and without government schools. They didn’t survive without food security.
 
Living green first requires living. Then we can argue tax revenue greed.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
47 -  Honest Mistakes or Intentional Fraud - 4/16/2026
 
We’ve all experienced it at some point. You take an item to the cash register and it rings up at the wrong price. If it’s an insignificant amount maybe you ignore it. Others may pinch every penny. Utah is paying attention. 
 
Apparently, both Dollar General and Family Dollar have been caught posting one price on the shelf while ringing up a higher price at the register. Are they honest mistakes… or fraud? Computer prices are usually set by headquarters. It’s pretty much instantaneous. Shelf prices are different. It takes time to correct them and many places are short on help. 
 
An investigation found that Dollar General stores failed more than 4,300 government price-accuracy inspections in 23 states between 2022 and 2025. The smaller Family Dollar chain failed more than 2,100 price-accuracy inspections in 20 states during the same period. That’s terrible… or is it?
 
The article didn’t mention how a violation was defined. If headquarters sets a price and 100 of its stores fail to correct the shelf price, is that 100 violations… or just one. Remember, we’re dealing with instantaneous computer pricing vs. physical pricing which is time consuming. 
 
One big offender, a Family Dollar store in Provo, Utah, failed 28 pricing inspections in the four-year span. That doesn’t sound so bad. That’s only seven per year. If it’s only on seven items, that certainly sounds like honest mistakes. However, during one visit, an inspector discovered overcharges for 48% of the items she tested. That certainly sounds like intentional fraud, or at best, a highly mismanaged outlet. But not so fast. It’s entirely possible that the inspection focused only on items for which complaints were already filed. The article again fails to clarify.
 
After the Guardian published its article, legislators contacted the Utah Department of Agriculture to ask if there was some way to prevent these repeated overcharges, said Miland Kofford, who heads the agency’s weights-and-measures program. 
 
Kofford had an idea for how to pressure retailers into compliance. Double the penalty from $5,000 maximum to $10,000 maximum. So Utah did. Apparently, a five-figure number gets attention from corporate far more than a four-figure number. Call it a “pain point”. Every company has a petty cash allotment. The bigger the company, the bigger the figure. Anything under that is considered petty and not worth attention.
 
Honest mistakes are acceptable if the store admits so and then fixes it in a timely manner. However, imposed penalties for intentional overpricing, or honest mistakes due to poor management, don’t help consumers, either. They’re yet another expense which corporate needs to account for. At discount stores, profits margins already start out slim. Multiple penalties will eventually mean higher prices, and perhaps lost customers – something no company wants.
 
As a former business owner, the psychology is this. Since customers seldom point out paying less than listed cost, corporate needs to fend for themselves to maintain profits. On the other hand, customers will “do your job for you” by pointing out any overpricing, which can then be corrected. Added emphasis on the former is simple business logic.
 
Source used: The Guardian
 
 
48 -Government Surveillance Debate Mostly Irrelevant – 4/18/26
 
The Senate recently approved a short-term renewal of a controversial surveillance program used by U.S. spy agencies. The House is struggling to keep such authority from expiring. As much as I’d like excessive and unnecessary surveillance to end, the debate is almost completely irrelevant. Governments have never used the lack of authority to surveil… to surveil. 
 
My first introduction to rampant illegal spying was in the ‘90s, with the Carnivore program. Former president, Bill Clinton, was in office at the time. Foreign and domestic spying occurred long before that… ever since the dawn of governments, and the head chieftains of ancient tribes.
 
The stopgap measure for “legal spying” came after House Republican leaders unveiled a revised five-year extension, far longer than the 18-month renewal Trump and GOP leaders had been pushing. Sen. Ron Wyden, D-Ore., a longtime critic of the surveillance program, pressed for changes. Wyden said he has never seen this level of support on both sides of the political aisle — and in both chambers of Congress, for real revisions to the surveillance tool. 
 
It’s all leading to yet another showdown in a few weeks, as Congress dives into the surveillance tool that pits Americans’ privacy rights – which in the dark caverns of governments, doesn’t exist - against what U.S. officials say is an effective program for national security… which is nothing more than a handy excuse to do whatever they wish. Trust requires faith, and intelligent people see neither.
 
Among the changes proposed were new provisions to guarantee only FBI attorneys could authorize queries on U.S. citizens (insert sarcastic laughter). It would also enhance criminal penalties on those who unlawfully conduct such inquiries or disclose the surveillance information (insert more sarcastic laughter). 
 
At the center of the standoff is Section 702 of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA), which permits the CIA, NSA, FBI and “other alphabet agencies” to collect and analyze vast amounts of overseas communications without a warrant. However, such communications often involve innocent Americans coincidentally interacting with foreign targets.
 
I have little problem with a small number of “collateral damage civilians” when preventing actual terrorist plots, large-scale cyber-intrusions, and foreign espionage. However, government has time and time again proven they will abuse the system – many times for personal gain, and sometimes… for their own personal enjoyment, no matter what surveillance system is being used. Since the dawn of the digital world, one has had zero privacy when the powers that be choose to abuse it.
 
Opponents of the surveillance tool point to recent misuses. The FBI repeatedly violated their own standards during intelligence research related to the Jan. 6, 2021 attack on the Capitol... and racial justice protests in 2020. Yet they claim to know nothing about Epstein. Hypocrites.
 
Simple fact is, all legal surveillance programs could end at the stroke of midnight, and surveillance would continue to operate non-stop and just as strong. It would simply demand more secrecy than already exists, but at least the citizens could have some level of recourse... some of the time... at least in theory.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
49 -  Are the Machines About to Take Over - 4/20/2026
 
A humanoid robot recently completed a half-marathon for robots in Beijing, and did so in record time. The robot ran the race about seven minutes quicker than any human being has ever done in competition, accomplished last March in Lisbon, at about 57 minutes.
 
The robot winner was an entrant from Honor, a Chinese smartphone maker. The performance by the robot marked a significant step forward from last year’s inaugural race, during which the winning robot finished in 2 hours, 40 minutes. 
 
The competition was held alongside humans, and like humans, not every robot made the distance. At least one robot fell and at least one more bumped into barriers. About 40% of the robots ran autonomously while others were remotely controlled. 
 
Du Xiaodi, Honor’s test development engineer, said his team was happy with the results. The robot was designed based on traits of outstanding human athletes, including long legs at 37”/95 cm. It was also equipped with a powerful liquid-cooling system.
 
While it will still take time to achieve widespread commercialization of humanoid robots, spectators were impressed by the robots. Sun Zhigang, who had been in the audience last year, watched Sunday’s race with his son. “I feel enormous changes this year. It’s the first time robots have surpassed humans, and that’s something I never imagined,” he said.
 
Well, people better start imagining it. The industrial age, now a century old, slowly changed how humans worked, or more accurately, didn’t work. Production lines, with humans doing all of the work, slowly transformed into a process run by automation via endless rows of machinery doing most of the work. Many workers were let go, to be replaced by far fewer workers simply maintaining the machinery.
 
Now we need to wonder, is humanity creating it’s own demise? Cashiers have already been replaced by self-checkout and self-bagging in many places, though easier theft and some human backlash has caused some companies to reconsider. Kiosks have replaced order takers at many fast-food restaurants, although again, people like me, refuse to use them. I leave the house for human interaction, not a mingling with machines.
 
What’s next? Robot nurses and doctors? Robot carpenters? Robot plumbers? On the other hand, robot garbage collectors wouldn’t be so bad. Who wants to do that kind of work. Ask yourself, “What’s more likely to happen? A robot breakdown in the middle of a colonoscopy or a human having a heart attack mid-procedure?” It’s something to consider.
 
Tech is great when it works, but it’s a disaster when it doesn’t. Think of airport computer breakdowns - everyone is temporarily stranded. Think about when your cell service breaks down. Many depend on their phones for everything, from online meetings and banking, to kitty videos for entertainment.
 
Don’t get me wrong. I love technology, What I don’t love is our dependence on it. Most of us who aren’t Amish don’t have a clue as to how to exist when modern day tools break down. That will only get worse if robots take over every job that doesn’t require FIXING the robots.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
50 -Another Disgusting Government Atrocity - 4/22/2026
 
This story is six years old, but it bears repeating. Many people trust their government despite it’s never-ending atrocities. When we fail to question authority, we set ourselves up for disappointment, or even disaster. This is one of those stories – it’s also slightly longer than my usual blog.
 
Filmed over seven years, the documentary “Belly of the Beast” exposes fairly recent state-sanctioned forced/coerced/unknown sterilizations in California prisons. It based on Kelli Dillon, who was unknowingly sterilized while incarcerated at a Central California women’s facilty, and her lawyer, Cynthia Chandler.
 
While in prison, she was told she needed surgery to treat an ovarian cyst, Dillon, unknowingly, underwent a hysterectomy in 2001 during the surgery, at the age of 24. She was unaware of the procedure until her lawyer – not the doctors who treated her – informed her that she could never have children again.
 
In 2006, Dillon became the first survivor to sue the California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation for damages. She lost the battle, but not the war. The Center for Investigative Reporting (now Reveal) reported that between 2006 and 2010, at least 148 pregnant women received tubal ligation shortly after giving birth while incarcerated at two California prisons. The majority of the women were Black or Latina, and staff targeted people deemed likely to be incarcerated again. 
 
According to state audits and prison records, nearly 1,400 sterilizations via force, coercion, or complete secrecy, were performed between 1997 and 2013. The investigation also found records of payments to doctors contracting with the prison. Despite federal and state law prohibiting the use of federal funds for birth control sterilizations in prisons, California used its own funds to pay doctors a total of almost $150,000. 
 
Why was all of this done? As I always say, follow the money. According to those who support such atrocities, including doctors, “the amount spent on sterilization pales in comparison to what you save in welfare.” Remember, this is liberal California which claims to defend women’s rights. 
 
Correctly, California banned coerced sterilizations as means of birth control in prisons in 2014, driven in part by Dillon’s testimony. While the bill passed unanimously, its carefully worded language allowed the state to escape any responsibility. According to Chandler, “[The state’s] position was that they didn’t want to admit anything or apologize for any wrongdoing or have any real culpability.”
 
At the turn of the 20th century, eugenics movements captivated much of white America, fueled by a zealous faith that by controlling genetics, we could socially engineer away America’s “ills”, including poverty, crime and “feeblemindedness”. Thirty-two states had sterilization laws, and such laws set the example for Nazi Germany to copy.
 
From 1909 to 1979, under the state eugenics laws, California forcibly sterilized about 20,000 people in state institutions who were deemed “unfit to produce”. The program disproportionately targeted
Latinos, women, people with disabilities, and even those who had children out of wedlock. The mean age of victims was just 17, and included children as young as 12. Again, they used cost evaluations as an excuse to do so. When that was frowned upon, the eugenics movement… moved to prisons, where it was much easier to hide. 
 
Other contemporary sterilizations (coerced, forced, or unknown), such as those that happened to the indigenous population in the 1970’s, are stark proof of governments playing God. There are still people with disabilities who are being involuntarily sterilized under the guise of informed consent, where parents are given an opportunity to sterilize their disabled children before they’re even adults.
 
As of 2022, forced sterilizations were permitted in 31 states. Most allegedly address the mentally ill and incompetent. However, it’s almost impossible to know how many may be performed without the victim’s knowledge, mentally disturbed or otherwise.
 
But hey, trust your government. Sorry, NEVER!
 
Source used: PBS
 
 
51 -  US Drought and Water Usage Debacle – 4/23/26
 
Drought is  presently stretching from coast to coast, with 61% of the country suffering some level of water deficiency. In preparation, water restrictions are already in effect in many states before the summer season begins. It’s the highest level of drought in four years. No, I’m not blaming global warming; that’s just an easy excuse.
 
One Arizona town, Kearny, home to about 2,000 people, is warning its residents they could officially run out of water by July, The town is asking residents to conserve water by not washing vehicles (though I think a bucket wash should be fine), restricting lawn watering (which I have always supported except for new seeding), or filling your pool. Take shorter showers, and if possible, fewer laundry days.
 
At least once per year, I have used my former podcast, and now blog, to warn people of future water issues that our progeny will have to deal with. It’s also one of the major reasons I oppose water-hungry data centers.
 
As severe drought conditions continue to persist across Colorado, many cities and municipalities have declared water restrictions to preserve limited water supplies. Most are at least recommending voluntary restrictions, which generally include limiting outdoor watering. Others have enacted mandatory water restrictions, including fines, such as Denver Water. This follows the worst snow pack on record for the state. I emphasize “on record”. 
 
Much of the problem is… we, the people. Ever since Europeans crossed the seas to “discover” a previously inhabited country, we have tried to make nature bend to our wishes instead of learning how to live with nature. The indigenous respected the land far more than the Bilaga’ana* ever have. Deserts have never been water havens, but thanks to irrigation, Las Vegas has fountains, non-native crops are grown where native species should be, and greed has ignored the fact that abundance of anything can only last so long.
 
Without going into details of various cities’ request or restrictions, what can the average citizen do? Simple:
 
Reuse water whenever possible. “Grey water” can be used for most plants and gardens. Plant native species. Fix leaky faucets. Take shorter showers. Cover pools and spas to limit evaporation. Only do full loads of laundry resulting in less loads. Only water newly seeded lawns and only do so early in the morning or late in the evening. Ignore watering grass in favor of trees and shrubs which are costly to replace. Use a bucket to wash your car avoiding the car wash (sorry car wash owners). 
 
Oh… and oppose data centers. Larger ones can use up to 2.5 million gallons a day. If I recall correctly, that a little more than my small town of 1,200+ uses… per month! Most water and drought rules were enacted prior to the demand for AI‑scale cooling, so encourage your town to revisit water rules to limit data center usage. You’re right… I hate data centers. All your cloud storage could be kept locally on your computer – no water required!
 
Source used: USA Today
 
 
52 -Did U.S. Underestimated Iran? – 4/24/26
 
Operation Epic Fury was yet another demonstration of America’s ability to obliterate anything, including it’s own common sense. US forces inflicted substantial losses on Iran’s military, rapidly destroying its navy, and most of its air defenses. Despite all that, the war has yet to be won. Iran has stayed in the fight, and has the US reaching for diplomacy.
 
The problem: Power of proximity. In Pentagon jargon, while the US clearly has the military advantage, the fighting still takes place in Iran’s back yard. The sustained closure of the Strait of Hormuz has caused a rapid increase in the costs of global energy. Financial markets virtually require bringing the US to the negotiating table. 
 
Iran’s “feeble military” still is using missiles and drones to strike civilian and military targets in at least eight US partner countries in the region, including Saudi Arabia, Kuwait, the UAE, and Qatar. In addition, the US military’s forward deployment of 40,000 soldiers on large military bases, close to the Gulf, offered Iran a series of tantalizing targets. Iranian missiles and drones hit at least a dozen US bases. Six US soldiers were killed in strikes on US bases in Kuwait. Strikes on Prince Sultan Air Base in Saudi Arabia destroyed a valuable E‑3 Sentry AWACS aircraft and damaged or destroyed several tanker aircraft. The vulnerability of these bases even caused the Pentagon to tell many forward-deployed personnel to work remotely.
 
So the next question is: Just what is a short war and military operation? It’s now close to two months. Trump’s verbose bantering had many Americans thinking weeks, not months. Iran is proving one doesn’t need weapons of mass destruction to create havoc in the world – just an attack by a foreign invader.
 
How much deterrence and operational value does the US derive from military infrastructure that can be targeted... even by the severely degraded military forces of a middle power? If our bases have trouble supporting our wars in the region, why have the bases… or the wars, at all?
 
China possesses a large and growing nuclear arsenal, so the US is probably less likely to get into a shooting war with China than against Iran – which brings me to a previous comment I have made. Assured mutual destruction is the only thing that prevents assured mutual destruction. 
 
The military industrial complex has convinced many of us that Iran is a viable danger to our national security. Probably so, but not because of nukes. The war is proving they’re not as feeble as everyone wants to think. If any country wants to take us down, it will be done via the digital world. Digital viruses will cause far harm than any bomb.
 
Granted, US defense policymakers must plan for worst-case scenarios. However, planning for a worse-case scenario does not mean bombing the daylights out of another country so the military industrial complex and bankers can continue to have jobs and make countless oodles of cash.
 
Source used: Cato Institute
 
 
53 -  Who to Blame When Violence Strikes – 4/30/26
 
When somebody goes on a shooting spree and kills and injures others, who’s to blame? Is it the person who actually committed the violence… or is it a company loaded with hoards of cash who just happened to have a connection with the perpetrator? In today’s society, it seems like it’s the latter.
 
Families of those injured and killed in a February school shooting in Tumbler Ridge, British Columbia are suing OpenAI for negligence and providing a dangerously defective version of ChatGPT to the shooter.
 
The seven suits, filed in a San Francisco federal court, allege that OpenAI failed to take actions that could have prevented injuries and deaths in the shooting. They claim the company failed to report the shooter's conversations with ChatGPT to authorities, and that ChatGPT was a defective product, and didn’t direct her to seek real-world help… which assumes she would have even done so.
 
Let me state the obvious. ChatGPT is a computer program based on endless algorithms; it is not a person somewhat capable of interpreting human emotions, reasoning, and possible actions. People have a hard enough time with that even when speaking face to face. To expect an inanimate object to determine real-life drama, practical joking, or something entirely different, is completely unreasonable.
 
There is only one person to blame – the perpetrator! If we’re going to blame a provider of an AI service for failure to report a questionable conversation with a user, then we need to blame everyone that ever associated with that person. Every individual is a product of their environment from the minute they were conceived. None of us are the same. No one shares the exact same life, not even twins. If we blame ChatGPT, then we need to blame parents, teachers, friends, associates, the local barista, and everyone else that should have “known” the shooter was a lunatic.
 
But those people probably aren’t sitting around a trough full of millions waiting to be financially raped.
It’s time to quit blaming chat bot makers, social media, gun manufacturers, etc., for the violence committed by individuals. Individuals make choices; computers, for better or worse, just spit out data.
 
OpenAI explained its policy: "When conversations indicate an imminent and credible risk of harm to others, we notify law enforcement." They initially deactivated the account, but the shooter created another account. So at least OpenAI made an attempt, but again, it’s dependent on programming. There aren’t enough humans in the world to monitor every “conversation” with a computer.
 
OpenAI did admit to not reporting this particular case (perhaps not seen as imminent and credible), and apologized for not doing so. The world is full of empty threats. If every empty threat was reported, the real threats would likely get lost – like finding a needle in a haystack. I sympathize with the families who lost loved ones. However, AI creators and algorithms aren’t people.
 
But they do have money, and since perpetrators usually don’t, “Well, someone has to pay.” The need to benefit off tragedy, via someone not the actual perpetrator, is truly sad.
 
Source used: National Pubic Radio
 
 
54 -War and U.S. Inflation News – 5/1/26
 
A key inflation measure jumped in March as gas prices soared. It’s the latest sign the Iran war is pushing up the cost of living, as well as delaying possible interest rate cuts.
 
Inflation rose 0.7% in March from February, and compared to a year ago, rose 3.5%, the biggest increase in almost three years. While that rate is high for the last 25 years, it’s basically in line with average inflation for the latter half of the 1900’s, and trivial compared to the early ‘70s through early ‘80s, when prices all but doubled in ten years.
 
Gas, of course is the leading driver. Core inflation (food and energy excluded) rose 0.3% in March.
On the other hand. Americans’ incomes (wages, business income, and government benefits) did quite well, increasing 0.6% - about an 8% yearly rate. Despite that, it still wasn’t enough to overcome the cost of Trump’s insane war on Iran. 
 
Additional energy costs will likely filter down to other products and services, potentially slowing the economy. Last year’s tax cut legislation has boosted recent tax refunds, but much of that could get pilfered by trickle-down prices starting at the pump.
 
Joe Brusuelas, chief economist at RSM, a tax and advisory firm, expects the economy to expand just 1.7% this year, down from an earlier estimate of 2.4%. 
 
The average price of a gallon of gas keeps fluctuating, but the general trend is higher. Prices have topped $105 per barrel more than once; much higher than the $67 per barrel prior to the war. The price per gallon, which was just under $3 nationwide, now tops $4.25 as of this writing. Yet, despite that,  consumer spending soared 0.9% last month, which indicates Americans lifted their spending a bit more than inflation, a sign of consumer resilience.
 
When it comes to the Fed, they typically pay more attention to core prices. Depending on how long this senseless war continues, one shouldn’t be surprised if higher energy costs feed through to core inflation in the coming months. Remember when Trump said everything would become cheaper under his administration? Are you feeling cheated yet?
 
The military industrial complex has brainwashed us into thinking Iran is a viable threat – “we must keep them from getting nukes!” In just two months, we have spent over $25 billion dollars on a false narrative. I think the public is fooling itself for believing they don’t already have nukes. Dictators and sects of religious fanatics aren’t just crazy, they’re crazy smart. The biggest threat of nukes… is fear. Sadly, our military uses that fear to con us into endless wars, deaths, and spending.  The real threat is a digital war – and Iran isn’t some backward, camel-jockey society of stereotypes.
 
Ask yourself this, if the war was really necessary, why are Israel and the United States the only two conducting it? Simple: countries who don’t intervene in the internal affairs of sovereign nations generally don’t become targets of threats and fear. How long our consumer resilience lasts is up to Trump ending the charade, more so than everyday consumers.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
55 -Another Reason for High Rent Costs – 5/4/26
 
The high costs of rents have multiple sources, some dating back to the pandemic. Not long into the ill-advised reactionary period, Matthew Haines, like many landlords across the country, learned he was barred from evicting tenants who didn’t pay their rent. The denial of his right to do so was due to a federal eviction moratorium that lasted nearly a year, costing him and his investors over $1 million.
 
Like any normal human being, loss of income often times means going into debt, which creates a need to make up for such loss of income. The easiest way for a landlord to do so is to increase rents at a higher rate than previously necessary. 
 
Haines is among more than 1,500 property owners who filed a federal lawsuit arguing the moratorium enacted by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention violated the Fifth Amendment by unlawfully denying them compensation. It was among the pandemic’s most divisive policies, and never should have taken place. Having been a previous business owner myself, I argued that shutting down the economy and denying anyone the right to income was unconstitutional – albeit tenants or landlords, pandemic or no pandemic. 
 
Fortunately, the CDC moratorium ended after a Supreme Court shared my viewpoint. Sadly, it took nearly a year, and sadly, the end to the federal moratorium didn’t mean the end to state moratoriums. Moratoriums were also imposed in 43 states and scores of cities, because states and cities have broader regulatory powers than federal agencies like the CDC.
 
Landlords say the bans devastated their businesses. Unable to collect rent, many were forced to take on debt, lay off staff, delay repairs and, in some cases, sell their property. Many rental owners, especially smaller ones who are generally less adversarial, got out of the rental business altogether.
 
Tenant advocates, on the other hand, counter that eviction bans were a lifesaver. They credit them with keeping millions of tenants housed during the pandemic and slowing the spread of the coronavirus. They also claim landlords were already paid in the form of tens of billions of dollars in rental assistance. They are only half right. The backlog of cases, and red tape, still cost owners $57 billion as a result of more than 10 million renters becoming delinquent in just the first four months.
 
The article goes on to mention several landlord’s experiences, as well as several renters that were “saved” by not getting evicted. What the article fails to mention is the unconstitutional act of shutting down the economy. Such a shutdown had little basis in actual science - which at the time I said it didn’t, and... which is slowly being admitted in the years since then. 
 
As a hindsight result, landlords are far more cautious as to whom they rent to. “Most property owners and managers realize that it’s more important to keep that unit vacant than to put a bad resident in. That’s probably what the eviction moratorium reinforced,” said one rental property owner. That also means higher rents for units they do rent out.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
56 -  Have You Been “Flocked” by the Police – 5/4/26
 
You may have seen them in the news or along highways and roads. Privacy invading Flock cameras – automated license plate readers (ALPR) - supposedly used for tracking the movements of criminals, from bank robbers to hit and run drivers. However, they can also be used for nefarious reasons.
 
The proliferation of police surveillance has led to abuses. One not-so-shocking common abuse is police officers using the camera networks to keep tabs on romantic interests, including current partners, exes, and even strangers who unwittingly caught their eye in public. An Institute for Justice review has identified officers allegedly abusing ALPR data this way. Most incidents came to light only after victims reported the officers’ behavior to other police via stalking laws. 
 
Fourteen cases (the reported number) may not seem like many, but those are just the ones that got caught violating their authority… and the report only identified romantic interests. We can almost certainly assume there are hundreds, maybe thousands, of violations if all reasons for abuse are counted. Some cases get resolved internally, and ambiguous legal reasons are used to falsely explain away other unreported violations. Officers caught were generally charged with a crime and lost their jobs by resigning or getting fired. 
 
As modern technology tests the limits of the Fourth Amendment, some communities are rethinking their use of Flock cameras and similar systems, with some ending them completely. I’d like to think concerns about privacy, security, and consistent government surveillance are driving these changes, but I doubt it. If government can spy, they will. They’ll just hide it better, such as inside traffic cones and portable construction toilets, which is an actual method already in use.
 
Michael Soyfer, an Institute for Justice attorney, stated, “The fundamental problem with these systems is that they place private information about people’s movements over time in the hands of every officer [without the safeguard of a warrant].”
 
At least 6 of the 14 officers caught used the system over 100 times each to track romantic interests, and worse, people connected to them - such as a new boyfriend. One officer from the Milwaukee Police Department allegedly used the department’s system to track his romantic partner and one of her partner’s exes, nearly 180 times over a two-month period. 
 
In a separate instance, a sheriff’s deputy allegedly tracked and pulled over a woman he met while providing security on a TV stage.
 
The IJ report didn’t list the number of violations for every officer caught, but of those that were listed, the 14 cases involved at least 600 abuses.
 
Last year the Institute for Justice launched the Plate Privacy Project, a joint effort to push back against no-warrant mass surveillance through litigation, legislation, activism, and media.
 
Have you been “flocked” by the police? You might be able to find out at HaveIBeenFlocked.com. If not listed, you can file a FOIA/public records request with police departments and sheriff's offices in your area asking for Flock audit logs. Of course, insinuating government may be violating your rights, just may add you as a someone to be targeted. 
 
Source used: Institute for Justice
 
 
57 -Endless Military Overseas Interventions – 5/7/26
 
I often complain about the United States military industrial complex always needing an enemy. It’s only winners are military contractors, personnel, and banks. The losers are taxpayers. Here’s a list of just the last eleven years. Note that none of these operations was in defense of American soil. This is not the end - we are the dictator!
 
 2014–present: American-led intervention in Syria: American aircraft bomb Islamic State positions in Syria. 
 2014–present: Intervention against the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant.
 2014: 2014 hostage rescue operations in Yemen.
 2015: April 30, 2015, U.S. sends ships to the Strait of Hormuz to shield vessels after Iranian seizure of a commercial vessel.
 2015–present: the U.S. military deployed 300 troops to Cameroon, with the approval of the Cameroonian government; their primary mission was to provide intelligence support to local forces.
 2017: 2017 Shayrat missile strike: Tomahawk missiles launched from U.S. naval vessels in the Mediterranean hit a Syrian airbase in Homs.
 2018: missile strikes were launched by the U.S. and allies on military targets in Damascus and near Homs in response to the Douma chemical attack against civilians in April 2018.
 2019: Operation Sentinel: U.S. Central Command was developing a multinational maritime effort to increase surveillance of and security in key waterways in the Middle East. 
 2020: Response to attack on the U.S. embassy in Baghdad.
 2021: February 2021 United States airstrike in Syria: On February 25, 2021, the United States military carried out an airstrike on a site believed to have been occupied by Iranian-backed Iraqi militias.
 2021: June 27, 2021, the U.S. military conducted airstrikes on Iranian-backed militias on both sides of the Iraq–Syria border in response to drone attacks on U.S. forces and facilities in the region.
 2021: American military intervention in Somalia (2007–present): July 20, 2021, U.S. military airstrikes were conducted on al-Shabab militants in Somalia.
 2021: 2021 Kabul airlift: as part of an ongoing, multi-national effort by NATO partner countries to extract citizens and Afghan partners from the country following the 2021 fall of Kabul to the Taliban. 
 2021: On October 22, 2021, a U.S. airstrike in northwestern Syria killed senior al-Qaeda leader Abdul Hamid al-Matar as part of ongoing anti-terrorism operations in the region.[67][68]
 2022: On July 31, 2022 al-Qaeda leader Ayman al-Zawahiri was killed in Afghanistan in an American drone strike.
 2024: Operation Poseiden Archer: Between 12 January 2024 and 6 May 2025 the United States and the United Kingdom, with support from Australia, Bahrain, Canada, Denmark, the Netherlands, and New Zealand, launched a series of cruise missile and airstrikes against the Houthi movement in Yemen 
 2025: Operation Rough Rider: In March 2025, the United States launched a large campaign of air and naval strikes against Houthi targets in Yemen. 
 2025: Operation Midnight Hammer: On June 22, 2025,[b] the United States Air Force and Navy attacked three nuclear facilities in Iran.
 2025: Operation Southern Spear: A United States military and surveillance campaign aimed at "detecting, disrupting, and degrading transnational criminal and illicit maritime networks".
 2025: Operation Hawkeye Strike: A retaliatory military action by the United States against the Islamic State, following the December 2025 Palmyra attack.
 2026: Operation Absolute Resolve: On 3 January 2026, the United States launched airstrikes on multiple locations across northern Venezuela.
 2026: Operation Epic Fury / Operation Roaring Lion: On 28 February 2026, the United States and Israel launched a large-scale joint military operation against Iran.
 
 
58 -  Iran is not Venezuela – 5/7/26
 
Two words: Delcy Rodriguez. She’s been the acting President of Venezuela since the illegal kidnapping and capture of Nicholas Maduro by United States military forces in January. She has kowtowed to virtually every request by the American dictators who love to force their agenda on other nations rather than simply defend the United States.
 
Iran is not Venezuela. President Trump admitted he had previously told the British Prime Minister the Iranian war would last three days. He told Middle East leaders it would last less than 100 hours, according to Quincy Institute. It did neither. Either the military industrial complex convinced yet another president to do its bidding in making military contractors richer, or… that same complex is completely inept at military strategy.
 
Iran did not capitulate; it fought back – something much smaller Venezuela was incapable of doing. Iran launched missiles at various US interests, various Middle East interests, and shut down the Strait of Hormuz. The Israeli assassination of Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei did not result in another hoped-for Delcy Rodriguez.
 
Trump used the threat of Iranian nuclear weapons as an excuse to engage in further hostilities. Yet, back in June of ‘25, he claimed their nuclear program was badly damaged. While Iran is not Venezuela, they also aren’t the United States or China. It’s unlikely they can rebuild as quickly as a superpower can… or he’s lying.
 
Roughly 2,000 innocent Iranian civilians have been killed as of mid-April, when a delicate ceasefire began. Few Americans have ever heard the sirens indicating a bomb raid in their home town. We’ve never seen local schools and churches blown up by enemy attack. Not so for Iranians. Opening salvos in the February 28 onslaught resulted in collateral damage to an elementary school in Minab, and a gym in Lamerd. A mosque was hit in Isfahan.
 
Effects of this war are being felt around the world. Energy prices are skyrocketing globally and higher prices for goods are sure to follow. India is experiencing a cooking gas shortage, and Slovenia, Indonesia, and Bangladesh are rationing fuel.
 
I asked this previously. If this war is so important, why are the United States and Israel the only nations willingly attacking? Even Kurdish rebels armed by the CIA are hesitant to participate because, as one Kurdish commander said, it could end with “a massacre of our own people.”
 
Netanyahu, however, is ecstatic. He stated that having the U.S. directly involved in attacks “allows us to do what I have been hoping to do for 40 years.” I have long argued that the biggest problem in the Middle East has been Israel. The leadership has never been satisfied with the land they were given in 1948. Israel endlessly instigates neighboring countries into attacking so they can launch major retaliatory attacks and annex more territory. Only the politically blind fail to see it.
 
Nukes aren’t the issue; nukes are an excuse. It has to do with catering to Netanyahu’s dictatorial wishes and the financial desires of military contractors. Follow the money. No war... equals no money for the military industrial complex.
 
Source used: Matthew Petti – Reason Magazine
 
 
59 -Young vs Old in Job Optimism – 5/11/26
 
Job optimism has reversed in the United States in recent years. Historically, the young are usually more optimistic. They’re more flexible, have fewer physical limitations, have the entire job ladder ahead of them, and are up on the latest tech and knowledge. However, attitudes and realities don’t always align.
 
In the United States, 43% of those aged 15-34 believe it’s “a good time” to find a job in the area where they live, well below the 64% of those aged 55 and over who say the same. As an older person myself, I’d have to agree with the younger generation. AI is changing the game, and job hiring seems to be decided by algorithms rather than department personnel making smart decisions. Strangely, throughout the rest of the world, younger people are more confident than their elders, according to the extremely limited sampling by the Gallup poll.
 
In the U.S., younger voters have focused on economic issues such as housing costs. However, housing issues need to be separated from job prospects. While there may be a correlation, it’s two different issues. Not having a job is an issue even if one is living at home while in their 20’s or beyond.
 
The U.S. is one of only five countries where younger people are at least 10 points more pessimistic about the availability of work than older ones, joining China, Hong Kong, Norway, Serbia and the United Arab Emirates. 141 countries were surveyed. 
 
Every U.S. age group registered a drop in confidence since 2022, far more so for the younger group. The drop for younger people is comparable to the their rate of decline during the 2008 global financial crisis. 
 
In 2008, both groups lost confidence at an equal rate, but today, the older group’s optimism remains much sunnier. That seems only natural – they already made their mark in the world, or at least should have. If they have saved, and/or have already paid off a mortgage, they have reason for confidence.
 
John Della Volpe, a pollster for Harvard Kennedy School’s Institute of Politics, said young people are frequently frustrated at how prior generations don’t understand their current economic challenges. Sorry, but we do. My generation lived through 53% inflation that occurred from 1978-81, as well as 18% interest rates. However, understanding challenge and sympathy for such are two different things. My generation, as all others, learned how to “suck it up and move on.” We expect the same of today’s youth. Life has been difficult for every generation starting out. If today’s youth think otherwise, then their politicians, teachers, and parents have failed to teach them reality. 
 
The most frustrated groups of young people are those who haven’t secured a first job yet, especially those with a college degree. However, stay positive, be alert, consider options, network. Start your own business if you must, but realize that running your own business successfully is more than a 40-hour workweek.
 
Life is a journey. Schooling is the planning phase, the next phase is to put yourself out there. Be positive, start walking. You can conquer!
 
Source used: Associated Press, Linley Sanders
 
 
60 -  Data Center Would Triple Utah Energy Usage – 5/13/26
 
It would be one of the world’s largest data centers, spanning 40,000 acres (62 sq. miles) and require 9-16GW of energy, doubling Utah’s peak energy usage and tripling it’s existing overall usage. Yet, Box Elder County commissioners approved the facility despite mass objections from Utah residents. It would also consume vast amounts of water further stressing Utah’s already stressed water supply. Utah Governor, Spencer Cox, also appears to support the project.
 
It’s yet another example of government insanity run amok, all in the name of government revenues, the almighty dollar for celebrity investors (read on), and complete disregard to locals living in the community. The project is 30% larger than Denver airport, the United States’ largest airport. Imagine that near your back yard.
 
Environmentalists have warned the Stratos project could imperil the Great Salt Lake ecosystem, which is already in bad shape. The lake is shrinking due to water diverted for agriculture and the impact of the climate crisis. We can live without data centers; not without agriculture.
 
“At a time when the Great Salt Lake is already in crisis, approving a project that will consume water and energy at this scale is irresponsible and dangerous,” said a director of Sierra Club’s Utah chapter. The project’s fact sheet claims it won’t use water from the lake, but also claims it will use water too salty for other purposes.
 
The project is backed by Kevin O’Leary, of Shark Tank fame. O’Leary has claimed Stratos will deliver thousands of jobs and help the US compete with China in the burgeoning AI industry. He also claims AI companies are needed to defend the country. Uh… reminder! Iran is bombing nearby Middle East data centers. Data centers aren’t defending the country; they’re recording and storing every last bit of data about you, financial and otherwise.
 
Arguments for job growth will be almost certainly be outweighed by long-term impacts to Utah. The project could raise Utah’s planet-heating pollution as much as 50%. The network of industrial-scale fans needed to cool the data center’s hot pipes could raise daytime temperatures in the Hansel valley by at least 2 degrees Fahrenheit, and night-time temperatures by at least 8F, since Hansel valley sits in a “bowl” that already traps air.
 
Nearly 4,000 people lodged objections to the project being approved, some containing alleged death threats. A group calling itself the Box Elder Accountability Referendum filed an application for a referendum to reverse the commissioners’ approval. If the group is able to collect 5,422 signatures from registered voters in the county in the next 45 days, the project’s approval will go to a vote in November, which is where something of this magnitude belongs.
 
“The only thing [O’Leary is] right about is that we don’t want him, an out-of-state billionaire, making decisions for us. I keep trying to give them the benefit of the doubt, but this has all the hallmarks of an out-of-state mega-project with little to no concern for the local community,” said Ben Abbott, an ecologist at Brigham Young University. Like myself, Mr. Abbott can also follow the money trail.
 
Source used: Guardian
 
 
61 -Tornadoes: Are They Really Getting Stronger – 5/14/26
 
You hear it all the time on weather reports. Tornadoes are getting higher in number and stronger in strength. Is it really true, or are we just getting better at reporting them? I did my own research. [First, the disclaimer: I used United States’ statistics from the NOAA, not worldwide data – reason being, decades-old data from less technologically advanced countries would likely be less reliable.]
 
First, the numbers (average yearly tornadoes by decade): 1950’s – 479; 1960’s – 681; 1970’s – 857; 1980’s – 819; 1990’s – 1,212; 2000’s – 1,272; 2010’s – 1,201; 2020’s (thus far) – 1,359.
 
As you can see, the average number of tornadoes in the U.S. increased each decade except for the ‘80s and ‘10s. The increases came at a much higher percentage than the decreases, which on the surface, would back up a warming planet causing more tornadoes. Not so fast. The 1960’s and early 1970’s saw a cooling trend, yet tornado numbers were on the rise. The 1980’s saw a warming trend, yet the numbers were down slightly. The same thing happened in the 2010’s. Are these two decades anomalies… or are they a result of better technology and reporting?
 
Tornadoes seem to be getting stronger because far more damage is being done and everyone now has a camera in their pocket or purse to record it. Again, not so fast. The population has more than doubled since 1955, as have businesses, and the number of households have tripled in the same time frame. Naturally there is going to be far more damage because there is far more property to damage. Add seventy years of inflation on top of that, cost of damages will obviously skyrocket.
 
Let’s look at the strength of tornadoes in the U.S. The last time the number of F5 (the strongest) tornadoes exceeded five (5) was in 2012. The highest number occurred in 1974 – more than 50 years ago. The last time the number of F4 tornadoes exceeded ten (10)… was also in 2012. The highest number occurred in 1965 – more than 70 years ago. Last time F3 tornadoes exceeded fifty (50) – 2011, and the highest number – also 1974.
 
This would imply tornadoes aren’t getting stronger. Again, to be fair… is it because we’re getting better at defining them? The answer appears to be yes. There is far more computing power. The Enhanced Fujita Scale was implemented in 2007 - it uses 28 indicators to determine strength. Since then, the percentage of F0 and F2-F5 tornadoes have actually decreased. Only the percentage of F1 tornadoes has increased, but they’re still almost always outnumbered by the F0 tornado (the weakest, and the most in number).
 
In summary, tornado numbers appear to be increasing, but high-end computers certainly track events that previously went unreported. Population increases and inflation undoubtedly have led to far more financial damages than in the past. The argument for generally stronger tornadoes seems to be false… though one must consider Enhanced Fijita Scale vs old-school methods of evaluating. My point is… question what you hear. Follow the money. Most scientists need an agenda to get grants… and get paid.
 
Source used: NOAA
 
 
62 -  New Mexico’s Hypocritical Conundrum - 5/18/2026
 
New Mexico has a political conundrum. It’s a democratic stronghold and the first state with universal child care. Liberals supposedly love green energy and hate fossil fuels – until you follow the money. Thank to higher oil prices, the state is temporarily experiencing a huge financial windfall. Like all governments which experience a windfall, the debate is on how to spend the money, not on how to return it or save it for unforeseen outlays.
 
New Mexico produces more oil than any other state excluding Texas. The state’s revenue from taxes, royalties and lease sales helps cover the cost of college tuition, all school meals, health insurance and a new initiative for free universal child care. So in a state full of liberals, who generally preach clean air, we find a strong dependence on… fossil fuel revenues.
 
Oh! Let’s not forget. Democrats almost always oppose war… at least when the Republicans are in office in D.C.? Without the war, revenue from rising oil prices would not be seeing a boom. So yes, even liberals benefit financially at the death of innocent lives.
 
“It’s hard for people to think about, ‘Oh great, we have this windfall,’ and children are getting killed on the other side of the world,” said Deb Haaland, former U.S. Interior Department secretary running for governor. Assuming she keeps the money, like the present Governor is doing, she too, helps the military industrial complex get richer at the cost of innocent human lives. It would also make her a hypocrite, because Haaland worked to limit unfettered oil and gas exploration while serving in President Joe Biden’s Cabinet.
 
For the record, she’s already stated she’ll use the windfall, not to return it to taxpayers or to lower taxes, but to increase New Mexico’s child tax credit and boost the refundable working families tax credit - payouts that would mostly benefit people with low incomes. In other words, more socialism, and more dependence. New Mexico already has an indigenous population dependent on handouts due to past atrocities and policy, so why not the rest of its residents? It’s shameful, especially from someone who is trying to be the country’s indigenous governor.
 
How much money is at stake? For every $1 fluctuation in the average annual price of oil, the state sees about a $59 million swing in financial confiscation. This fiscal year’s windfall is likely to be $850 million - equivalent to 12% of annual general fund spending. Since oil fluctuates regularly, revenues shouldn’t be used for never-ending spending, but for emergency outlays.
 
So in a nutshell, liberal-heavy New Mexico, with larges swaths of extreme poverty and the nation’s highest enrollment rate in Medicaid, loves fossil fuel revenues coming at the expense of innocent lives in a conservative president’s needless war. 
 
Here’s an idea. The state’s Native tribes have already seen their health affected by the negative effects of uncapped uranium mines that still dot the state’s landscape. Maybe they should fix that wrong before building even more dependence on the Overlords.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
63 - Latest Viruses Linked to Climate Change? - 5/18/2026
 
Two viruses are making the news - Hantavirus and Ebola. Hantavirus has led to lengthy quarantines, and Ebola has made another appearance in Africa. Will either become a repeat of 2020 when everyone was forced into their anti-socializing “prison cells”? 
 
While neither is considered a pandemic, the World Health Organization is starting to emphasize “zoonotic spillover” – the transmission of viruses from animal to human. Both the name and definition are misnomers. The viruses aren’t starting in zoos, and humans are animals, though everyone likes to think otherwise. Blame our ego.
 
I’m not going to get into the science of the viruses because social media loves to censor anyone with a differing view than theirs, so I’ll stick to the zoonotic storyline. 
 
"This is our new normal," says Dr. Peter Hotez, a professor of molecular virology and microbiology at Baylor College of Medicine. Hotez says health professionals can't say for sure why zoonotics is growing, but suggests one possibility could be climate change, which has led to more interactions between humans and wildlife. So far, so good. 
 
However, he then adds, "Climate change has an important role. With the rising temperatures, altered climate patterns, altered weather patterns, altered rainfall patterns, what's happening is animal hosts are migrating to seek new habitats to improve access to their food or their shelter."
 
Or… maybe they’re just returning. For decades animals have had their habitats reduced as the human population grew and civilization expanded into areas that were once nothing but complete wilderness. It’s still happening. Animals may be migrating into new areas, but more likely they’re returning to areas previously occupied. They have little choice. Natural habitats can only hold limited numbers of wildlife. Survival is innate. Evolution and expansion are the two basic options for wildlife.
 
To its credit, the article did alter course. 
 
"It's not just the bats and rats coming closer to the people; it's the people coming closer to the bats and rats. We are now starting to see... megacities of 10, 15, 20 million people... and, with that, deforestation. So, it's people coming closer towards animal habitat."
 
So, what can we do about the rise of zoonotic spillover events? Hotez encourages health authorities to act preemptively, by working on vaccines and treatments for illnesses that could likely emerge. On the surface, this seems like a great idea. However, vaccines are expensive to discover and bring to market. Predicting illnesses that “could” emerge is like a lottery which is financially wasteful when wrong. The medical profession can’t even predict with any great accuracy the latest strain of the flu likely to be going around. How can we expect them to predict something that comes almost completely out of the blue.
 
Getting better at diagnosing possibilities is a must. Creating better and more diversified antiviral drugs is a must, so as to limit viruses evolving against only a single drug. Making vaccines, once discovered, readily available to those who want them, is also important. 
  
Lastly, we must avoid 2020-style ignorance and scare tactics. Six years later, we’re still paying the price for that fiasco.
 
Source used: USA Today
 
 
64 -Something Different: A Philosophy Blog – 5/20/26
 
My blogs usually have a political theme of one type or another. Occasionally I wander off into technologically. For this blog, let me be philosophical.
 
Most people have two eyes but only see with one. What do I mean? Humans have two eyes that work in tandem to see only one object at a time. Our vision is so focused we can only see accurately within a field of vision about the size of our thumbnail held at arm’s length.
 
Try it. Look at somebody or something about a hundred feet away. It’s hard to describe their shoes while looking at their hair. It’s hard to see if the rear tire of a car is flat while looking at the front tire. The same happen up close, too.
 
Consider this blog. Stare and concentrate on a single word, any word. While staring at the word, what can you see in your peripheral vision? A keyboard, maybe a sofa or a dining room table. That part’s easy with normal eyesight. However, most of us would never see a fly sitting on that object unless it moves. Our peripheral vision sees but lacks accuracy.
 
Now try to reading words around the word you’re staring at – left, right, above, and below. For most of us, unless the words are small in length and font, we can’t read more than two or three words without refocusing our eyes. Our eyes need to move to a new focal point. 
 
That’s how narrow and focused our vision truly is. Sadly, it’s how our attitudes and viewpoints about other people and their beliefs also work. Too many of us have an emotional focus that matches our visual focus. We can’t see others clearly beyond our own tunnel vision.
 
Narrow-mindedness may keep us from drifting away from our moral compass. However, that narrow-mindedness also enslaves us. It creates hate and disrespect towards others who think differently, act differently, speak differently, etc. Even in places where demographics are highly diverse, we tend to lean towards sameness in our choices of friends. Same race, same religion, same cultures, same sex, etc. Some of us go out of our way to avoid those different than us. We’ve been brainwashed with fear.
 
Cliques aren’t necessarily a bad thing... unless we resort to negative actions against those not like us. No two people have led the exact same life. Sadly, we often fail to respect their differences and what made them different.. Most people throughout the world have more in common than not, but our narrow-mindedness says otherwise. Most people just want a good job, a happy marriage, a happy family, enough money to enjoy basic amenities and leisure time, etc. They want freedom to be who they are, and to be respected.
 
Most will never be an actual threat to us. Sadly, too many of us will allow the small percentage of evil-doers who do commit harm to control our viewpoint toward an entire race, an entire religion, an entire political belief. It needs to stop. It’s time everyone starts seeing beyond their thumbnail focus and respecting what’s in the periphery.
 
 
65 -  Something Different: A Philosophy Blog – 5/20/26
 
My blogs usually have a political theme of one type or another. Occasionally I wander off into technologically. For this blog, let me be philosophical.
 
Most people have two eyes but only see with one. What do I mean? Humans have two eyes that work in tandem to see only one object at a time. Our vision is so focused we can only see accurately within a field of vision about the size of our thumbnail held at arm’s length.
 
Try it. Look at somebody or something about a hundred feet away. It’s hard to describe their shoes while looking at their hair. It’s hard to see if the rear tire of a car is flat while looking at the front tire. The same happen up close, too.
 
Consider this blog. Stare and concentrate on a single word, any word. While staring at the word, what can you see in your peripheral vision? A keyboard, maybe a sofa or a dining room table. That part’s easy with normal eyesight. However, most of us would never see a fly sitting on that object unless it moves. Our peripheral vision sees but lacks accuracy.
 
Now try to reading words around the word you’re staring at – left, right, above, and below. For most of us, unless the words are small in length and font, we can’t read more than two or three words without refocusing our eyes. Our eyes need to move to a new focal point. 
 
That’s how narrow and focused our vision truly is. Sadly, it’s how our attitudes and viewpoints about other people and their beliefs also work. Too many of us have an emotional focus that matches our visual focus. We can’t see others clearly beyond our own tunnel vision.
 
Narrow-mindedness may keep us from drifting away from our moral compass. However, that narrow-mindedness also enslaves us. It creates hate and disrespect towards others who think differently, act differently, speak differently, etc. Even in places where demographics are highly diverse, we tend to lean towards sameness in our choices of friends. Same race, same religion, same cultures, same sex, etc. Some of us go out of our way to avoid those different than us. We’ve been brainwashed with fear.
 
Cliques aren’t necessarily a bad thing... unless we resort to negative actions against those not like us. No two people have led the exact same life. Sadly, we often fail to respect their differences and what made them different.. Most people throughout the world have more in common than not, but our narrow-mindedness says otherwise. Most people just want a good job, a happy marriage, a happy family, enough money to enjoy basic amenities and leisure time, etc. They want freedom to be who they are, and to be respected.
 
Most will never be an actual threat to us. Sadly, too many of us will allow the small percentage of evil-doers who do commit harm to control our viewpoint toward an entire race, an entire religion, an entire political belief. It needs to stop. It’s time everyone starts seeing beyond their thumbnail focus and respecting what’s in the periphery.
 
 
66 - Trump Threatens Cuban Sovereignty Again – 5/21/26
 
President Donald Trump, as well as Marco Rubio, again threatened possible U.S. military intervention in Cuba, just one day after the administration announced criminal charges of murder against the island’s former leader, Raúl Castro.
 
“Other presidents have looked at this for 50, 60 years, doing something,” Trump said. He added, “… it looks like I’ll be the one that does it.” Marco Rubio stated Cuba has been a national security threat for years because of its ties to U.S. adversaries such as China and Russia.
 
Federal prosecutors unveiled a murder indictment that accuses Castro of ordering the 1996 shoot down of civilian two planes operated by Brothers to the Rescue, a Cuban exile group. The group would fly to Cuba, pick up citizens and fly them out of the country. The Cuban government had warned such flights would not be tolerated. According to an original article written in 1996, there was debate whether the planes were over international airspace or Cuban airspace.
 
For the record, Raul Castro is 95-years old, perhaps near death. Why are we charging a former leader of another country, 30 years after the fact, for alleged murders that aren’t in United States airspace, and arguably, not international airspace. Bill Clinton was U.S. president at the time. If charges were going to be filed, it should have been under his administration. He had four years to do so.
 
As for Rubio’s comments about Cuba being a national security risk because they do business with China, Russia, and even Venezuela, could he be any more hypocritical? If that’s the case, the U.S. is its own national security risk. We conduct more trade with China than with any other nation excluding Canada and Mexico. We’re presently trying to get American oil companies to operate in Venezuela after Trump’s illegal kidnapping of that sovereign nation’s president, Nicholas Maduro. 
 
Cuba’s relations with those countries doesn’t make them an automatic threat to the United States. It makes them a sovereign nation exercising their rights as a nation. Perhaps if U.S. presidents over the last 60 years would have eliminated all the sanctions against Cuba, instead of imposing endless sanctions, Cuba would be one of our important trading partners instead – perhaps even an ally despite communism. 
 
Rubio, CIA chief John Ratcliffe, and other senior national security officials have met with Cuban officials in recent months to explore improvements in relations. However, like Iran, Cuba is not bowing down to our dictatorial demands. Hence, even more sanctions get imposed on the Cuban government, which in reality, only hurts its citizens – such as the oil blockade.
 
Cuban President, Miguel Díaz-Canel, has condemned the indictment as a political stunt that sought to “justify the folly of a military aggression against Cuba.” I can’t help but to agree with him. Trump has interfered in Venezuela and Iran, and continues to demand obedience from Greenland and Cuba. As of now, the world’s most dangerous dictator, arguably sits in the White House.
 
Personally… well, let’s just say January 2029 can’t come quick enough, and let it at that.
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
67 -Skirmishes Continue In Iran – 5/26/26
 
How many different ways can I comment on the wrongful incursion into Iran? Despite the alleged ceasefire, the U.S. military carried out what it calls “self-defense” strikes in southern Iran. Sites included missile launch sites and boats reportedly placing mines. Meanwhile, Trump claimed negotiations with Tehran were “proceeding nicely.”
 
The strikes were conducted “to protect our troops from threats posed by Iranian forces,” according to Capt. Tim Hawkins, the spokesman for the U.S. military’s Central Command. 
 
Forgive me, but when a country invades another country, and the latter defends itself, it’s not self-defense by the attacking country. It’s continued aggression. Iran is the one acting in self-defense. It’s yet another repeat of how the “white man” defined the Indian Wars. Native Americans were not aggressors, they were the defenders against invasion. 
 
In Iran, the news website Tabnak, identified four dead Guard troops it said had been killed in American strikes on boats. Iranian state television separately reported blasts around Bandar Abbas, a city on the Strait of Hormuz, home to a military port and a dual-use airport.
 
The U.S. strikes were the latest attacks to shake the weeks-long ceasefire in the war. The Strait of Hormuz effectively remains in Iran’s choke hold, disrupting global energy markets, which of course, we see in the price at the pumps. Until the attacks on the sovereign nation end, fuel prices will remain high. This, from a president who promised low energy prices.
 
Trump then goes on to say any agreement to end the Iran war should include a requirement for several additional countries, such as Saudi Arabia and Pakistan, to join the Abraham Accords - agreements from Trump’s first term aimed at normalizing relations with Israel. Why? Our alleged dispute with Iran should not be projected onto additional countries. While voluntary participation in peace would be wonderful, an added requirement from outsiders is just an excuse to continue hostilities.
 
Saudi Arabia has called on Israel to return to its 1967 borders and allow the formation of a Palestinian nation with East Jerusalem as its capital. I concur completely. I have long stated Israel’s annexation policies, via goading surrounding countries into attacking Israel “first”, is the problem in the Middle East. Israel’s consistent manipulations of such countries is what keeps any hope of long-term acceptance of each other at bay.
 
As for Trump’s demand that “… it should be mandatory that all of these Countries, at a minimum, simultaneously, sign onto the Abraham Accords,” while desirable and wishful, is also dictatorial. They are sovereign nations who must maintain their right to determine their own affairs without outside demands opposing them. The United States needs to remove itself from the Middle East and allow each nation its sovereignty.
 
Masood Khan, former ambassador to the United States from Pakistan, which is acting as mediator, said it remains to be seen how workable the proposal might be for the countries on Trump’s list. He points to the domestic pressure Trump is facing to strike a favorable deal. Screw any deal by Trump. Listen to your people. Get out!
 
Source used: Associated Press
 
 
68 -  Catching Deep-Fake Porn Culprits – 5/2826
 
Early arrests under the Take It Down Act (TIDA) suggest police generally need little effort to identify people illegally posting and selling non-consensual, sexual deepfakes of women online. Good!
 
One suspect accused of violating TIDA, I’ll call him “Alan”, allegedly posted 113 albums - viewed nearly one million times – of AI-generated sexual images and videos of approximately 50 different women. Victims included both public and non-public figures, including females from his Texas high school.
 
Geo-location data, as well as a PayPal account, IP addresses, and other accounts, helped cops identify the culprit. The police’s search into “Alan” was likely simplified when their search revealed not only did he follow the Instagram account of one victim, but that he also saved the specific images in question in a folder on his own Instagram account. “Alan” did vaguely try to hide his identity by registering his Gmail account with nothing more than a fake first name, however, he also used that same fake name on his Snapchat account.
 
Another man, 51-year-old “Bob”, was even less careful. “Bob” is accused of publishing approximately 360 AI-generated albums with more than 2 million views, featuring approximately 90 women, mostly political figures, actresses, and musicians. “Bob” was so stupid, he used his own photo as the profile pic. By cross-referencing public records and surveillance photos, cops determined the man posing in a Mets jersey on the account’s profile... to be “Bob”.
 
Both “Alan” and “Bob” risk up to two years in prison if cops can prove they violated TIDA. That doesn’t seem like much for violating the rights and dignity of scores of women who never consented to images involving nudity and lewdness.
 
In a press release announcing the recent arrests, Joseph Nocella, Jr., United States Attorney for the Eastern District of New York, accused the suspects of using “cutting-edge digital technology to create images that degraded and violated victims across the United States.” James C. Barnacle, Jr., assistant director in charge of the New York FBI field office, confirmed his agents would continue investigating similar cases.
 
Barnacle stated, “This predatory conduct represents a disturbing abuse of technology that inflicts emotional harm on victims, violating their privacy, dignity, and security. The use of this emerging technology to victimize individuals… is criminal and will be pursued with the full force of the law.”
 
The Federal Trade Commission announced it sent warning letters to 12 companies offering so-called “nudify” tools, in an attempt to lessen such incidents. Violations could carry “civil penalties of up to $53,088 per violation.” Social media sites have also been warned. Unfortunately, no law is perfect. It still can’t stop the initial sharing, which means the burden remains with the victim to monitor and flag harmful images across the Internet. In other words, almost impossible unless someone you know sees it and honorably tells you of it.
 
While I find nudity completely natural, free and liberating, and am not embarrassed by it, society in general, sees otherwise. The privacy of others needs to be respected, fully clothed or otherwise.
 
Source used: arstechnica.com
 
 
69 - Trump and Venezuela’s Rodriguez – 5/28/26
 
The Trump administration has discretely “suggested” federal prosecutors avoid pursuing criminal investigations into Venezuela’s acting President, Delcy Rodríguez, a target of the U.S. Drug Enforcement Administration since 2018. The “order” to pause scrutiny could aid the administration’s efforts to stabilize Venezuela after the capture of her predecessor, Nicolás Maduro, and open the country to U.S. investment. 
 
Or, in my opinion, it simply may be a tool used in order to keep Rodriguez in line with Trump’s empirical/dictatorial wishes – something he has kicked into high gear compared to past presidents.
 
Trump praised Rodríguez as a “terrific person” shortly after the U.S. military took Maduro and his wife to New York to face federal narcotics charges. The two have pleaded not guilty. Trump wrote on social media in early March, “The Oil is beginning to flow, and the professionalism and dedication between both countries is a very nice thing to see!”
 
In recent months, the United States has lifted sanctions against Rodríguez and recognized her as Venezuela’s sole head of state, allowing her to reestablish ties with western banks and more freely work with U.S. investors seeking to tap into the world’s largest petroleum reserves. She has hosted ceremonies with a regular stream of American oilmen, with some partaking in high-profile delegations led by U.S. Energy Secretary, Chris Wright, and Secretary of the Interior, Doug Burgum. 
 
What isn’t being addressed is the failure of meeting the 90-day limit set by Venezuela’s high court to fill Maduro’s position on a temporary basis. When asked by a U.S. journalist, Rodriguez stated, “I don’t know… sometime,” as to when an election would be held. Is this also what we can expect in Iran, and possibly Cuba should we invade?
 
Once again, “follow the money” seems to be more important than rule of law. Accusing countries of human rights abuses, dictatorial behavior, skirting their own laws, etc., seems to be a “spin the wheel and see where it lands” policy. The problem is… it always lands on money… for somebody that already has plenty.
 
Sen. Jeanne Shaheen (D-NH), has accused the administration of favorable treatment of Rodríguez, calling her a “central figure in Nicolás Maduro’s repressive regime.” She also claimed there was “no indication [Rodriguez] has taken concrete and meaningful actions to restore democratic order.”
 
The DEA has amassed a detailed intelligence file on Rodríguez, which allegedly includes numerous claims ranging from involvement in drug trafficking to gold smuggling. Five years ago, one confidential informant told DEA that Rodríguez was using hotels in the Caribbean as a front to launder money.
 
Duncan Levin, a former prosecutor who worked for the U.S. attorney’s office in Brooklyn, said it would be “deeply troubling” for law enforcement to be told to stand down from a legitimate investigation for political or transactional reasons.
 
“The White House cannot use criminal enforcement as a diplomatic light switch,” Levin said. “DOJ decisions are supposed to be based on law, evidence, policy and public safety — not on whether a foreign official is useful to the administration at a given moment.” Sadly, politics rarely matches legality.
 
Source used: Associated Press 
 
 
70 -Life Expectancy Since Obamacare – 5/29/26
 
If you’re over 35 years old, you probably remember when Obamacare promised to save money, cover the poor, and even “save lives”, which implies living longer. Fifteen years later, premiums have tripled for more people than not, many were forced onto plans they didn’t want or need, and, as for “saving lives”… it depends on one’s perspective. This blog addresses life expectancy since the Affordable Care Act (ACA) became law in 2011.
 
Life expectancy has increased since Obamacare… by 9 months or 1.1%. Sounds great, right? Again, perspective. According to Microtrends, the rise in life expectancy over the last 15 years is the least in any 15 year period dating all the way back to 1950. In fact, there isn’t a single 10-year period since 1950 that saw such little improvement. Prior to Obamacare, every decade saw a rise in life expectancy of at least one year, with an increase of nearly three years during the 1970’s. Not so since the ACA.
 
Then I thought, “What if Microtrends is wrong?” I researched further and found stats from the Social Security Administration. They should know. They gave life expectancy numbers from birth, as well as from 30, 60, 70, and 80 years of age. While the numbers varied somewhat from Microtrends data, the pattern was identical. Life expectancy saw the smallest increase, in months and percentage, after Obamacare than in any 10-year period dating back to 1950.
 
Then I asked myself, “What if I eliminated such events as drug overdoses, deaths in war, car accidents, suicides, and gang violence, things which generally affect younger people at a higher rate?” Back to the  Social Security statistics, which included life expectancy for those having reached 30 years of age. As expected, life expectancy went up somewhat, but… the Obamacare trend still held true. Even when excluding people still under 30, life expectancy increases shrank since the start of the ACA.
 
But, wait! It gets worse. The lower increase in life expectancy has occurred despite the fact that 850 new drugs have been approved by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) since 2011. We have new treatments for cancer, diabetes, weight-loss, and other medical issues.
 
The argument that better medical care, better medical coverage, better insurance, etc. will extend lives better than previous decades is either a lie, or… other causes are in play. Perhaps the environment, even though the United States puts out far less pollutants per capita than decades ago, or… Americans simply can’t part with their fake food, potato couch lifestyle. I would argue it’s far more of the latter. Obesity is higher than ever. Diabetes is expected to increase by 54% by 2030 from what it was in 2020. Deaths from it are expected to be 28% higher. (Journal of Family Medicine).
 
Improvements in life expectancy aren’t what they used to be. Something is either obviously wrong with what we’re doing, or… maybe we’ve neared maximum life. Microtrends shows some mix, but Social Security stats show the percentage in increase shrinking every decade since the 1960’s, which ironically, isn’t long after government started involving itself in people’s heath in 1953.
 
 
71 -  War’s Purpose: National Security or Profits – 6/1/26
 
I regularly complain of the military industrial complex being a money making, profit-oriented industry at the expense of taxpayers… and innocent lives. I believe few wars we involve ourselves in are truly related to actual national defense, but rather empire building and bullying. Now the U.S. military wants to spend even more of our money.
 
President Trump and Defense Secretary Hegseth have insisted the U.S. is capable of fighting any war. Well, of course. Trump’s proposed $1.5 trillion military budget will buy a lot of needless destruction. In addition, United States politicians haven’t met a war they don’t like (even though they claim so when the other party is in power). Every administration pushes defense contractors to speed up munitions production. Hegseth told lawmakers last month that military spending under Trump will help manufacturers double or even triple their capacities… uh, and profits!
 
U.S. military contractors will supposedly need at least three years to replenish stockpiles of three key weapons systems used heavily in the Iran war.  The weapons systems in question are Tomahawk cruise missiles, Patriot and THAAD incoming missile interceptors, and drones. They emphasize concerns that American forces would have limited firepower in any future conflict with China without such spending. Yeah, right!
 
“The United States has enough munitions for any plausible scenario in the Iran war, but the depleted inventories have created a window of vulnerability for a potential Western Pacific conflict,” a Center for Strategic and International Studies reported. 
 
Interpretation for taxpayers: We wasted money on an attack that never should have occurred, and are more than willing to waste more money on a future attack that should never happen. Oh! Let’s not forget the cost to rebuild Iran so it looks like our Overlord’s are sorry for what they did. The military industrial complex is not sorry. Neither are the banks.
 
Just how much is $1.5 trillion? It’s over $9,000 per working citizen. In comparison, 40 years ago, the entire federal budget, everything from defense to Social Security to everything covered by every department, cost just $6,525 per worker. Adjusted for inflation, that would be $19,830 today. We’re on pace to spend over $38,000 per worker in the present fiscal year. Where did your “affordability” go? There’s your answer.
 
The outrageous military spending would put emphasis on high-end munitions that actually began under the Biden administration. As you can see, military spending (and its profits for contractors) cares nothing about which party rules Congress or the White House.
 
Concerns about diminished stockpiles were a theme at recent congressional hearings. Democrats blame an unnecessary Iran war. Republicans blame sending Patriot missile defense systems to Ukraine during Biden. I blame both… as well as profits at the expense of innocent lives.
 
Hegseth lauded the president’s efforts to expand the nation’s defense manufacturing sector, with private contractors investing in new plants and production lines “so that we’re getting weapons faster than ever.” After all, you never know when we’ll need to make up another “it’s a matter of national security” excuse to wield our almighty dictatorial power… and money wasting machine.
 
Source used: Associated Press
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